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MOBTGOMERY CouUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL ~
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MCPB
REVISED MEMORANDUM 1/22/98
: Item #9
DATE: January 16, 1998 )
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
FROM: Wynn E. Witthans, ASLA, AICP
Development Review
Planning Department Staff
(301) 495-4584
VIA: " Charles Lochr, Chief,
Development Review
REVIEW TYPE: Site Plan Review
APPLYING FOR: 768 units; 75 SFD, 295 Townhouses, 398 multifamily inclusive of 96 MPDU's
PROJECT NAME Clarksburg Town Center - Phase 1
CASE #: 8-98001
REVIEW BASIS:  59-D-3 of the Montgomery County Code is required for the optional method
of development in this zone.
ZONE: RMX-2, Residential Mixed Use Development, Specialty Center
LOCATION: Northeast of the intersection of Clarksburg Road and Stringtown Road
MASTER PLAN:  Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area, June 1994
APPLICANT: Clarksburg Land Associates L.P. and Piedmont Land Associates L.P. and T/A
' . Clarksburg Town Center Venture
FILING DATE: August 1, 1997
HEARING DATE: January 22, 1998

Edits have been made as follows:strikckout indicates deleted text and ¥

ISSUES REMAINING AT THE TIME OF THE STAFF REPORT

The issues of the site plan review included Environment; Transportation; Park/School; Historic
Preservation; Site Planning Landscaping and Lighting; Community Planning; Citizen Issues; and
Project Management. These title heads will be used throughout this report to organize information.
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The summary of how these issues were resolved through site plan review will follow later in this
report. The remaining issues are unresolved at the time of the staff report and will be discussed by
the applicant or staff during the hearing:

Environment

Park /School _
The Board of Education again requests of M-NCPPC the dedication of part of the Park/

School site. This request was denied d Plan hearing (per memo of
December 31, 1997 in Appendix). Cant.

Historic Preservation

Family Memorial with staff.;

Site Planning, Landscaping and Lighting, Community Planning
No issues remain beyond the conditions of approval.

Citizen Issues
‘Several Citizens have called to say they will testify regarding lighting, bicycle, stream crossing
and the lack of religious facilities within the town center, -

Project Administration
No issues remain beyond the conditions of approval.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

APPROVAL OF FINAL WATER QUALITY PLAN including the Stormwater Management
Concept with conditions as stated within the January 15, 1997 memo from MCDPS in Appendix;
including waiver of Chapter 49-35 through 49-43 of the County Code (Bill 46-91) " Closed Section
Roads in the SPA" as noted in the above meme;

APPROVAL of 768 units, inclusive of 96 MPDU's with the following waivers:

Section 59 -E-3.7 - Schedule of off street parking spaces (to reduce the number of on-site
parking spaces with the provision of parking within the public street);

Section 59-C-10.38 - Minimum Building Setbacks - reduces building setbacks to 50 feet
adjoining the abutting property as established in the Project Plan;

Additionally, the approval confirms the waivers established with Preliminary Plan #1-95042
1) waiver of distance between intersections per 50-26 Subdivision Regulations;
2) approval of closed section street sections subject to MCDOT approval;

And the subject to the following conditions:

1. Standard Conditions of Approval dated January 16, 1998 (Appendix A).

Environment

2. All agricultural areas within the environmental buffer which have not yet been taken out of
production and stabilized with a suitable grass cover will be converted accordingly prior to
any authorization to clear and grade for development on the property.

3. Record plats to reflect delineation of a Category I Conservation easement which includes
areas affected by this site plan to show a 100 year floodplain, stream/wetland buffer and forest
conservation areas that are not part of the park dedication area.

4, Submlt ﬁnal de51gn plans for the stream valley crossmgs at Ma.m Street to Enwronmenta]
¢ Plans must demonstrate adherence to the
current MCDPS/MCDPWT Guidelines for Environmentally Sensitive Stream Crossings.

5. Proposed natural surface trail within the Greenway Park to be field located by applicant’s
representative and M-NCPPC Environmental Planning and Park staff per Development
Program within the Site Plan Enforcement Agreement.

6. Final erosion and sediment control plans shall be submitted to Environmental Planning

Division staff for review and comment prior to approval by MCDPS.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The applicant shall implement a program of daily inspections, maintenance and repairs as
necessary, and detailed daily documentation of inspection and maintenance activities for all
sediment and erosion control measures required and constructed on the site. Such a program
shall be carried out i ttant-as | of directedby
MCDPS %iid T-fhe applicant shall pay the 53568iated reasonable costs.

continue to meet with and cooperate

perfornred-by the-consultant,and The applicant s

with the-consultant Mt £§ Documentation of inspection, maintenance, and repair activities

oo o

shall be available for DPS review and use.

The Forest Conservation Plan shall be approved and bonded prior to-submittat-of —record
plats, issuance of the erosion and sediment control permit;orfsswanceof buitding permits; ; its:

All stormwater management outfalls which extend into the environmental buffer shall be field
located by applicant’s representative, MCDPS, and M-NCFPPC Environmental staff prior to
approval of the stormwater management/sediment control permits by MCDPS.

M-NCPPC Environmental Planning Division staff shall review and approve detailed design
plans for any wetland mitigation sites within the environmental buffers prior to issuance of
sediment control permits or authorization to clear and grade any of these areas.

Reduce the amount of impervious surfaces within the development by deleting the on-
parking and reducing road pavement on '

Tt

streeg

‘w 2 3 %) the stream valley side of Street “C” from Street “D” to
the bikepath crossing; and 4 3) on Street “D” west of its intersection with Street “C”- pending
MCDPW&T and MCDPS approval.

Revise Sheet L-9 of the landscape plans to increase the evergreen tree planting along
Stringtown Road in order to provide more year-round visual screening of outdoor rear yard

areas from Stringtown Road for noise mitigation purposes.

Revise the signature set of site and landscape plans to show 6 foot fences for visual screening
of the rear yards of Lots 23 and 33, Block K and Lot 31, Block L from Stringtown Road for

noise mitigation purposes.

Signature set of the landscape plans to include planting for all stormwater management
facilities and to be reviewed and approved by M-NCPPC staff in coordination with MCDPS.

No clearing or grading prior to Planning Department approval of the signature set of site
plans. '



Transportation

H

16.  Show conformance to all waivers to be approved by DPW&T and DPS per memos dated
January 14 and 15, 1998, respectively, included in the Appendix | gy b

17.

18.  Conformance to MCPD Transportation Planning memo dated January +4 2§, 1998 included
in the Appendix.

19.  APF agreement to be executed prior to the first record plat to reflect all road improvement
conditions of the Preliminary Plan Approval ie dedlcatton,—acqumﬁmf-nght-of—way and
construction of reqmredmdsmary-fcr i eto
Stringtown Road (A-260), Cla

20.

n conjunction future development‘proposals

21, Tum around at the end of Main Street by the Historic district until the connection to MD 355
is established.

22.  The applicant shall provide signs for the Class IIT bike path along Main Street.

Park/School

23.  If applicable, per MC Public Schools memo of December 31, 1997, in the Appendix, the
applicant shall conduct a testing program, the final report m(rnpd and sealed by a registered
professional engineer, authenticating the adequacy of the deposxted soils to support typ;cal
building foundation loads.

24.  The Greenway path to include sufficient space to provide for a lighting, stabilized path and
adequate headroom for pedestrian crossing under the Main Street Crossing;

25.  The parks/school dedications schedule to conform to Preliminary Plan # 1-95042 Conditions

6 and 7, see Appendix.



26.

27.

All sales contracts, adve_msmg and other information shall include notification that there is
an active park in the area 3nd that traffic calming measures will be instailed with final paving.

All construction within M-NCPPC property to meet with Parks Department specifications and
approval prior to release of constructian permits for the park. |

Historic Preservation

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

The right-of-way for Stringtown Road should be no closer to the historic Day House than 20

feet from the side wall of the building (excluding the porch).

A Lighting at all road intersections within the Historic District, and especially at Stringtown

Road and Frederick Road, should be designed to have a minimal impact on the Historic
District. The lighting within the Historic District - both fixtures and intensity ~ should be
compatible with the historic and residential character of the area, as allowed by the utility
companies and MCDPW&T and MCDPS.

Per the Project Plan approval,# the ROW is available, construct Main Street to MD 355
within the Historic District prior to completion of the project. At such time when the land
is made available, share direct moving expenses only for relocating an existing house within
the Historic District, and if the applicant and owner agree, make available the identified outlot
to be merged with a portion of the adjacent parcel so as to create another lot.

A detailed design for the public space/interpretative area which will include the Clark Family
Cemetery headstones must be submitted for staff review and approval prior to release of
signature set. Protection of the headstones from weather deterioration should be a high
priority and should be specifically addressed in the detailed design submission. It would also
be desireable for the marker to be located in a more central area and better integrated into the
public open space than is being provided.

single family home area directly adjacent to the Historic District, to fulfill the Project Plan
condition to approximate R-200 zone lot width standards.

Site Planning, Landscaping and Lighting

33.

Detailed landscaping plans for this site plan to be approved by staff prior to the signature set
and should reflect the design concepts, the sizes and planting conditions estabhshed in the
submittal. .



34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Final Lighting plans for the intemal streets to be comparable to the “Hagerstown” light fixture
shall be configured so as to reduce the glare into the night sky by utilizing appropriate
wattage, shields or other techniques that are in conformance with utility company and
MCDPS and MCDPW&T requirements.

Landscaping Plan to show interim lmdsééping for the Town Square prior to the construction
of adjoining units, for staff review and approval.

The MPDU townhouses in the Town Square District must include recreation areas near by;
the site plan and record plats must identify all MPDU locations.

Landscape plans to include: a partial evergreen screen along Stringtown Road; detailed plans
for greenway tn inchide nlnnhng on steep dnneq additional nlanhng within the SW

2 oo o e i b i
regarding building type and location, open space, recreation and pedestrian and velucular
circulation, adequacy of parking etc. for staff review and approval.

Community Planning

39.

The applicant shall work with the Coun

suitable publicfactity-within civic bl
mc-plm-qyprova:l-forﬁc-mth-cprojcct-mt

{ the town square pnorto-tlm*ﬁnal

the area o be dedicated for that use.

Project Administration

40.

41.

The Site Plan Enforcement Agreement to include the following: plat schedule as submitted
to staff, complete language of condition 6 and 7 from Preliminary Plan #1-95042 regarding
the ball field dedication and construction schedule; reference to the “ agreement for Exchange
of Land” to include timing triggers of dedication for MCPD Legal’s review and comment,
reference to the validity period; maintenance for all private recreational area, SWM, open

¢« and that tha laval Af maintanancs fAr antiras nrniast +0 he af anna] nnqhhr and nnt
apawa, Cl.i.r ana wnal Wil :SVE: O Manidnance jor enire Pl U}uul. LU UL Ul LUUAL yudidny &4 LA

solely dependent upon contributions of an individual area.

The Home Owners Association documents or equivalent to include provision for: complete
public use and access to private streets for vehicular and pedestrian use; that they shall be
permanently open for public use ; that the parking spaces may be assigned to individual units;
that maintenance of streetscape items within the public right-of-way ie brick walks, trees,
lights, etc.



43.

construction and to mclude MCPD review and approval h location within the Greenway
park prior to construction.

The Development Program shall include: staging of amenities to occur with site plan

No construction of units adjoining Midcoiinty Arterial in Block M , per Preliminary Plan #1-
95042 Condition 16e, until the Mid-County Arterial is built.
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

B787 Georgia Avenue

 Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

. MCPB
MEMORANDUM 1/22/98
Item #9
DATE: January 16, 1998
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
FROM: Wynn E. Witthans, ASLA, AICP , Ub
Development Review lp
Planning Department Staff
(301) 495-4584 ,
VIA: Charles Loehr, Chief,
Development Review
REVIEW TYPE: Site Plan Review
APPLYING FOR: 768 units: 75 SFD, 295 Townhouses, 398 multifamily inclusive of 96 MPDU's
PROJECT NAME: Clarksburg Town Center - Phase I
CASE #: 8-98001
REVIEW BASIS:  59-D-3 of the Montgomery County Code is required for the optional method
of development in this zone.
ZONE: RMX-2, Residential Mixed Use Development, Specialty Center
LOCATION: Northeast of the intersection of Clarksburg Road and Stringtown Road
MASTER PLAN:  Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area, June 1994
APPLICANT: Clarksburg Land Associates L.P. and Piedmont Land Associates L.P. and T/A
Clarksburg Town Center Venture
FILING DATE: August 1, 1997
HEARING DATE: January 22, 1998

ISSUES REMAINING AT THE TIME OF THE STAFF REPORT

The issues of the site plan review included Environment; Transportation; Park School, Historic
Preservation; Site Planning Landscaping and Lighting; Community Planning; Citizen Issues; and
Project Management. These title heads will be used throughout this report to organize information.
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The summary of how these issues were resolved through site plan review will follow later in this
report. The remaining issues are unresolved at the time of the staff report and will be discussed by .
the applicant or staff during the hearing:

Environment
The applicant does not concur with the condition to have an on site sediment control
inspector retained by MCDPS.

Transportation
The applicant objects to the dedication of the “O” Street extension, and to the
recommendation that they participate in the improvements to MD 355 at Stringtown Road
as requied by MD SHA (memo of December 8, 1997 in Appendix).

Park /School
The Board of Education again requests of M-NCPPC the dedication of part of the Park/
School site. This request was denied during the Preliminary Plan hearing (per memo of
December 31, 1997 in Appendix).

Historic Preservation
The applicant objects to the removal of one lot at Historic District edge; staff will discuss the
concept for the John Clark Family Memorial. - -

Site Planning, Landscaping and Lighting, Community Planning
No issues remain beyond the conditions of approval.

Citizen Issues
Several Citizens have called to say they will testify regarding lighting, bicycle, stream crossing
and the lack of religious facilities within the town center.

Project Administration
No issues remain beyond the conditions of approval.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

APPROVAL OF FINAL WATER QUALITY PLAN including the Stormwater Management
Concept with conditions as stated within the January 15, 1997 memo from MCDPS in Appendix;
including waiver of Chapter 49-35 through 49-43 of the County Code (Bill 46-91) " Closed Section
Roads in the SPA" as noted in the above memo;

APPROVAL of 768 units, inclusive of 96 MPDU's with the following waivers:

Section 59 -E-3.7 - Schedule of off street parking spaces (to reduce the number of on-site
parking spaces with the provision of parking within the public street);

Section 59-C-10.38 - Minimum Building Setbacks - reduces building setbacks to 50 feet
adjoining the abutting property as established in the Project Plan;

Additionally, the approval confirms the waivers established with Preliminary Plan #1-95042
1) waiver of distance between intersections per 50-26 Subdivision Regulations;
2) approval of closed section street sections subject to MCDOT approval,

And the subject to the following conditions:

1.

Environment

2.

All agricultural areas within the environmental buffer which have not yet been taken out of
production and stabilized with a suitable grass cover will be converted accordingly prior to
any authorization to clear and grade for development on the property.

Record plats to reflect delineation of a Category I Conservation easement which includes
areas affected by this site plan to show a 100 year floodplain, stream/wetland buffer and forest
conservation areas that are not part of the park dedication area.

Submit final design plans for the stream valley crossings at Main Street to Environmental
Planning Division staff for review and approval prior to application of construction permit.
Plans must demonstrate adherence to the current MCDPS/MCDPWT Guidelines for
Environmentally Sensitive Stream Crossings.

Proposed natural surface trail within the Greenway Park to be field located by applicant’s
representative and M-NCPPC Environmental Planning and Park staff per Development
Program within the Site Plan Enforcement Agreement.

Final erosion and sediment control plans shall be submitted to Environmental Planning
Division staff for review and comment prior to approval by MCDPS.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The applicant shall implement a program of daily inspections, maintenance and repairs as
necessary, and detailed daily documentation of inspection and maintenance activities for all -
sediment and erosion control measures required and constructed on the site. Such a program
shall be carried out by an independent consultant as directed by MCDPS. The applicant shall
pay the reasonable cost of all services performed by the consultant, and shall continue to meet
with and cooperate with the consultant. Documentation of inspection, maintenance, and
repair activities shall be available for DPS review and use.

The Forest Conservation Plan shall be approved and bonded prior to submittal of record
plats, issuance of the erosion and sediment control permit, or issuance of building permits, as
appropriate.

All stormwater management outfalls which extend into the environmental buffer shall be field
located by applicant’s representative, MCDPS, and M-NCPPC Environmental staff prior to
approval of the stormwater management/sediment control permits by MCDPS.

M-NCPPC Environmental Planning Division staff shall review and approve detailed design
plans for any wetland mitigation sites within the environmental buffers prior to issuance of
sediment control permits or authorization to clear and grade any of these areas.

Reduce the amount of impervious surfaces within the development by deleting the on-street
bl ned eadiatn e emnd snerame st s 1Y dken gtonnes wallasr afda Al tha Penamin: D and Boams
pd-ﬂu.ils allu IWULI.HB 104U pavullicii OIL 1} LG 3LITALLL ValICy dIUC UL LIS JIttliway nudau Lol
Stringtown Road mid way to the intersection with Street “O”, excepting the area opposite the -
future retail; 2) both sides of Street “C” from Stringtown Road to Street “D”; 3) the stream
valley side of Street “C” from Street “D” to the bikepath crossing; and 4) on Street “D” west
of its intersection with Street “C” pending MCDPW&T and MCDPS approval.

Revise Sheet L-9 of the landscape plans to increase the evergreen tree planting along
Stringtown Road in order to provide more year-round visual screening of outdoor rear yard
areas from Stringtown Road for noise mitigation purposes.

Revise the signature set of site and landscape plans to show 6 foot fences for visual screening
of the rear yards of Lots 23 and 33, Block K and Lot 51, Block 1. from Stringtown Road for
noise mitigation purposes.

Signature set of the landscape plans to include planting for all stormwater management
facilities and to be reviewed and approved by M-NCPPC staff in coordination with MCDPS.

AL ANl WA WA WSS

No clearing or grading prior to Planning Department approval of the signature set of site
plans.



Transportation
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17.  Show conformance to cross section and other recommendations per DPW&T, DPS memos

LW FaTals]

dated January 14 and January 15 1998, respecuvely, included in the ﬂpﬁel‘num

18.  Conformance to MCPD Transportation Planning meémo dated January 14, 1998 included in
the Appendix.

19.  APF agreement to be executed prior to the first record plat to reflect all road improvement
conditions of the Preliminary Plan Approval ie dedication, acquisition of right-of-way and
construction of required roads necessary for the construction of Stringtown Road (A-260),
Clarksburg Road (A-121) and Mid-County Arterial (A305).

20. Dedication of “O Street extended to occur with adjoining parcels.

21.  Turn around at the end of Main Street by the Historic district until the connection to MD 355
is established

22.  The applicant shall provide signs for the Class Il bike path along Main Street.

Park/School

23.  If applicable, per MC Public Schools memo of D December 31, 1997, in the Appendix, the
applicant shall conduct a testmg program, the final report sxgned and sealed by a registered
professional engineer, authenticating the adequacy of the deposited soils to support typical
building foundation loads.

24.  The Greenway path to include sufficient space to provide for a lighting, staﬁilized path and
adequate headroom for pedestrian crossing under the Main Street Crossing,

(]
_U'l

The parks/school dedications schedule to conform to Preliminary Plan # 1-95042 Conditions
6 and 7, see Appendix.

26.  All sales contracts, advertising and other information shall include notification that there is
an active park in the area, that traffic calming measures will be instalied with final paving.

27.  All construction within M—NCPPC property to meet with Parks Department specifications and
approval prior to release of construction permits for the park.



Historic Preservation

28.

29.

30.

31.

[V
)

The right-of-way for Stringtown Road should be no closer to the historic Day House than 20
feet from the side wall of the building (excluding the porch).

Lighting at all road intersections within the Historic District, and especially at Stringtown
Road and Frederick Road, should be designed to have a minimal impact on the Historic
District. The lighting within the Historic District - both fixtures and intensity - should be
c0mpatible with the historic and residential character of the area, as allowed by the utility

companies and MCDPW&T and MCDPS.

Per the Project Plan approval, if the ROW is available, construct Main Street to MD 355
within the Historic District prior- to completion of the project. At such time when the land
is made available, share direct moving expenses only for relocating an existing house within
the Historic District, and if the applicant and owner agree, make available the identified outlot
to be merged with a portion of the adjacent parcel so as to create another lot.

A detailed design for the public space/interpretative area which will include the Clark Family
Cemetery headstones must be submitted for staff review and approval prior to release of
signature set. Protection of the headstones from weather deterioration should be a high
priority and should be specifically addressed in the detailed design submission. It would also
be desireable for the marker to be located in a more central area and better integrated into the
public open space than is being provided.

One lot should be deleted from the Slﬂ"“‘ Fﬂmﬂv home area ﬂtrpf'ﬂv arhaoent to the F Tistoric

District, to fulfill the Project Plan condition to apprommate R-200 zone lot width standards.

Site Planning, Landscaping and Lighting

33.

34.

35.

36.

Detailed landscaping plans for this site plan to be approved by staff prior to the signature set
and should reflect the design concepts, the sizes and planting conditions established in the
submittal.

Final Lighting plans for the intemal streets to be comparable to the “Hagerstown” light fixture
shall be configured so as to reduce the glare into the night sky by utilizing appropriate
wattage, shields or other techniques that are in conformance with utility company and
MCDPS and MCDPW&T requirements.

Landscaping Plan to show interim landscaping for the Town Square prior to the construction
of adjoining units, for staff review and approval.

The MPDU townhouses in the Town Square District must include recreation areas near by;
the site plan and record plats must identify all MPDU locations.

[



37.

38.

Landscape plans to include: a partial evergreen screen along Stringtown Road; detailed plans
for greenway to include planting on steep slopes; additional planting within the SWM

Fornlitiaae
AQARILIVY,

The applicant may propose compatible changes to the units proposed, as market conditions
may change provxded the fundamental findings of the Planning Board remain intact
(regarding ouuamg type and location, open space, recreation and pedestrian and vehicular
circulation, adequacy of parking etc) for staff review and approval.

Community Planning

39.

The applicant shall work with the County to attempt to secure a suitable public facnllty within
the town square prior to the final site plan approval for the entire project.

Project Administration

40.

41.

42,

43.

The Site Plan Enforcement Agreement to include the following: plat schedule as submitted
to staff; complete language of condition 6 and 7 from Preliminary Plan 1-95042 regarding the
ball field dedication and construction schedule; reference to the © agreement for Exchange of
Land” to include timing triggers of dedication for MCPD Legal’s review and comment,
reference to the validity period; maintenance for all private recreational area, SWM, open
spaces; etc ; and that the level of maintenance for entire project to be of equal quality and not
solely dependent upon contributions of an individual area.

The Home Owners Association documents or equivalent to include provision for: complete
public use and access to private streets for vehicular and pedestrian use; that they shall be
permanently open for pubhc use ; that the parking spaces may be assngned to individual units;
that maintenance of streetscape items within the public right-of-way ie brick walks, trees,

lights, etc ;

The Development Program shall include: staging of amenities to occur with site plan
construction and to include MCPD review and approval of path location within the Greenway
park prior to construction.

No construction of units adjoining Midcounty Arterial in Block M , per Preliminary Plan #1-
95042 Condition 16e, until the Mid-County Arterial is built.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Proposal

The proposal is for a new town, designed as a neotradional neighborhood. Its location is northeast
and contiguous to the existing town of Clarksburg, a designated historic district. The Clarksburg
Town Center (CTC) is characterized by two largely residential areas divided by the headwaters of the
Little Seneca Creek. The streets create a modified grid which create regular and irregular blocks,
which adapt to the topography and adjoining conditions. The streets have sidewalks on both sides,
closely spaced street trees, on-street parking and pedestrian scaled lighting. Throughout the
neighborhoods, there are small parks or recreation areas. A continuous system of internal paths
connect the through each block to the sidewalks located on both sides of each street. For the
townhouses and the apartment styled multifamily units, parking is either provided on the street or
within small parking lots off-street behind units. A second type of multifamily unit is proposed, a 2/2
or a two story unit over a two story unit, with parking space in the ground floor and parking spaces
behind.

The Town Square section, the lower portion of the project, proposes: a Town Square {with partial
use for future use a civic building); residential blocks of townhouses, multifamily units and single
family detached units; sitting and play areas and a future site for a shopping center which will be
rough graded as part of this application.

The proposed units define the edge of the blocks and all units face the external streets. In the

multifamily block next to the Town Square includes an internal row of 2/2's. Special design treatments

utilizing stylized fences, landscaping and paving patterns are proposed to improve the view from the
street and to create an inviting drive to the unit back door entries or alley.

Along Clarksburg Road, an existing hedgerow will be saved, utilizing an asymmetrical cross section,
which will improve the views of the project frontage and maintain existing character of the area.

The Town Square is centrally located within Main Street near the Greenway Road and future retail
areas. With this phase, the applicant will provide brick sidewalks along the portions of Main Street
that surround the square and extend to MD Route 355. Likewise, they propose brick sidewalks along
the residential units facing Greenway Road as part of the special streetscape treatment approved with
the project plan,

A community pool is centrally located one block to the north of the Town Square, with streets and
sidewalks surrounding it for camplete community access. Additionally, the pool is aligned with a

orsensnace corrdor with sidewalks, hencheas and nlnu areas that connect through the hlocks to the

B WO GVL WULiiuLe AR AN VF CRAIMDy A wESwiing i wida) BE3 WLLIVWE LI W SR WA R

Greenway Road and park beyond.

Close to the edge of the Clarksburg Historic District, is a diagonal pedestrian mews. The mews
contains sitting areas and two large lawn panels and connecting walks, linking the church with the
Town Square. The sitting area closest to the Town Square includes a trellis and a memorial to John
Clark with the use of found headstones from the family grave site. The mews develops a visual and
walkable axis between the church and the Town Square, highlighting these significant features of the

10



existing and proposed development. The detached housing is located with the setbacks established
in the Project Plan, but they still need to conform to the R-200 development criteria and the removal
of one unit will be required to do so. Landscaping is proposed for the entire edge of the historic
district to provide screening and buffering.

Main Street, the east-west route into the town square, is surrounded by SFD housing, townhouses
and two multifamily buildings. The multifamily buildings are located at the end of “M” street, visually
terminating that axis. Beyond the multifamily buildings to the east is the proposed retail center,
buffered by proposed screening landscape screening. The extension of “0” street, perpendicular to
Main Street, connects to the adjoining parcels to the south. Between the “O™ Street extension and
west of the boundary line is a vacant triangular parcel, left available for a possible use (as trade or for
development with adjacent properties) in conjunction with the extension of Main Street to MD 355.
The plan shows an extension of Main Street to MD 355 but there is no provision for such a
connection A turn-around must be shown for eventual or interim use.

Greenway Road, adjoins the stream valley in a north-south direction. Greenway Road proposes three
pedestrian cross walks/ traffic calming bumps to calm traffic and provide for safe pedestrian areas.
Two crosswalks will connect to the Kings Pond Park and one, which may be enlarged to a raised
intersection, will connect to the stream crossing at Main Street. The Main Street stream crossing
inchides a pedestrian sitting area on each side and a promenade feature with lighting across the center
of the crossing, approximately over the stream channel. Both areas provide opportunities to sit near
the park and enframe the views to the park. East of Greenway Road is a recreation oriented bike path
located along the park side. The 8 foot class I bike path extends from Clarksburg Road to Stringtown
Road. Ultimately it will cross Clarksburg Road to the north and connect to the Little Bennett Park
further to the north and east.

The Greenway Concept Plan, as developed with this site plan review, shows pedestrian connections
from the park and Greenway Road into the greenway; approximate locations of the natural trail that
will be located finally on-site with MCPD staff; interpretive trail signs; and landscaping/reforestation.
The path crossing under the Main Street crossing will be made in a bottomless arch culvert measuring
16” x 10’ by 100 feet long. The plan needs to include provision for stable pedestrian footing within
the crossing and vandal proof-lighting to be on and maintained at all times. Wing walls will stabilize
the slopes and the stopes will be planted with naturalizing shrubs and trees.
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The southemn section of the Hilltop District, the second part of this prdposal, is focated at the
intersection of Stringtown Road and the Mid-County Arterial. The units include townhouses inside

the intersecting streets and within one block internally, SFD units along the outer edges elsewhere

and a large block of multifamily units. The townhouses along the external streets are arranged to face
them with a service drive for access. Others are arranged in courts facing a common mews and with
alley parking in the back. The singie family detached units are arranged around common green spaces
in two locations to create community open space. Although shown, the street connections and single
family detached units along the Mid-county Arterial will not be built with this Site Plan phase

The multifamily units are four story apartment styled buildings located at the outside block face with
an internal surface parking lot. The parking lot includes large green space areas and sitting areas. The
units have been arranged to create a pedestrian connection to the open space/SWM facility
immediately adjoining them to the south. . The open space/ SWM facility has been designed to create
a recreational feature with paths, sitting areas, landscaped areas, a grassy sloped amphitheater all
around a pond. The path connections from surrounding streets and stream valleys will connect to this
area. A raised crosswalk along “C” Street will calm traffic and provide for pedestrian crossing.

Lighting for the Town Square residential area includes light fixtures along the street. The api:licant
has proposed a light fixture known as “Hagerstown” which has been approved for use by Allegheny
Power company. The fixture has a solid metal top and can be fitted with shields to direct the light.

Landscaping for the project includes evergreen and shade tree screening at property boundaries; street
trees 30 feet on center; and numerous attractive planting schemes for a variety of public and semi-
public spaces, ie: gateway entrances from adjoining streets; all parking lot entrances; parking lot
courts; recreation areas; and stormwater management facilities. Portions of the landscape design are
presented as conceptual with final plant selections to be determined prior to signature set .

MPDU’s for the project are located in townhouses and multifamily buildings within both sections of
the project, east and west of the greenway. The units to the east of the greenway are close to the open
* space area by the pond and a neighborhood recreation area. The multifamily units to the west are
located close to the town square and mews area. Recreation needs to be sited close by the Town
Square MPDU townhouses.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Site Description

The 268 acres total site is currently developed with agricultural uses and is farmed for comn and
soybean cropland. Forest areas are restricted to stream valley bottoms, hedge rows at filed edges and
some areas of steep slopes. A Potomac Edison (Pepco) Overhead Transmission Line traverses the
eastern portion of the site, beyond this site plan area.

Site Description

The subject property consists of a 198 acre town center site which is located at the headwaters of one
of the main branches of Little Seneca Creek, a Use Class TV-P stream. Seventy acres are in rural
zoning located in Little Bennett Creek, a Use 11T watershed.

The two parts of the property are bisected roughly northwest to southeast by existing Piedmont Road
(future A-305). A large part of the site is existing agricultural field. Approximately 8.6 acres of
wetland, 15 acres of floodplain and 53.5 acres of forest exist within or in close proximity to the
stream valleys. The proposed site plan area lies entirely within the Little Seneca Creek portion of the
property. This area contains three headwater tributaries which meet in confluence at the
southwestern edge of the property just before flowing under existing Stringtown Road. The main
tributary flows from the existing King’s Pond on park land north of the site and bisects the property
roughly northwest to southeast. The two remaining tributaries flow from the west along the southern
edge of the property and from the north down to the confluence, respectively.

On-site topography slopes significantly from plateaus on either side of the main tributary down to
the main tributary and each of the secondary tributaries. The stream valleys are moderately steep (15-
25%); slopes tend to be gentler near the heads of the tributaries and are quite steep in some portions
of the east and main tributaries.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Surrounding Vicinity

The site is located approximately 1/2 mile from I-270 between the intersection of MD 3535 (Frederick
Road) and A-121 (Clarksburg Road) and MD 355 and A-260 (Stringtown Road). Part of the site
proposed for this Site Plan review includes the section behind or east of the row of the existing
church, homes and businesses adjoining MD 355, within the Clarksburg Historic District. The

boundary of the historic district is shared with this project.

The project frontage along Clarksburg Road adjoins the existing 20 foot open section roadway.
Opposite Clarksburg Road to the north, opposite the proposed development in this site plan, is land
currently developed with single residences. Part of this iand is proposed for the development of two
RMX zoned residential projects (the proposed Catawba Manor project with an approved Preliminary
Plan, and a staff reviewed pre-application submittal for Clarksburg Heights). Both of these proposed
projects will share the intersections established with this site plan. Beyond these proposals to the east
is undeveloped land, some with potential to be future park land that would connect to Little Bennett
Park, further north.

The Greenway Road, or "K" Street, which bisects the site from north to south, connects to
Stringtown Road, which partially forms the southern boundary of the property. Immediately opposite
the project boundary adjoining Stringtown Road is low lying land which includes the downstream .
portion of the headwaters to the Little Seneca Stream Valley. That land is zoned R-200 and is
undeveloped. Adjoining the property out towards MD 355 and north of Stringtown Road is the
Clarksburg Historic district, currently developed with a single family detached house with some out
buildings. It is zoned R-200 and is in use as a landscape contracting business. Further adjoining the
CTC property, north of Stringtown Road are 5 existing single family detached houses with individual
driveways connecting to the road. Along the south side of Stringtown Road for the eastern portion

of the site, there is currently low density residential development, withZ. houses.

Opposite the site across the Mid-County Arterial is the proposed Cedarbrook Community Church

and two single family detached houses. The remainder of the opposite frontage is undeveloped to day

with the majority of it zoned Rural Density Transfer and is part of this project.
FIIRF] 4 :
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Prior Approvals

Clarksburg Town Center has gained approval for a Project Plan #9-94004 on May 11, 1995 and for
a Preliminary Plan #1-95042 on September 28, 1995. Multiple hearings were required for each
approval level due to the multiplicity of issues surrounding the project. The major topics could be
categorized briefly as a determination of Special Protection Area issues, historic preservation issues,
the assignation of appropriate road improvements and the particulars of the park/school arrangement.
A summary entitled Previous Planning Board Environmental Decisions is within the Appendix.

The approved Opinions of these approvals will be in the Appendix attached to the Planning Board’s
copy of this report. The Appendix will be available to the public at the Development Review
Division’s plan review counter.

Utilizing the categories for review introduced earlier, the Project Plan - PJ and the Preliminary Plan
- PP conditions of approval are paraphrased below with commentary on how they have been
addressed during site plan review.

Environmen

PJ-5 The applicant has submitted the information required sufficient to allow Preliminary
Plan approval; : :

PJ-6 The plans conform to the minimal disturbance requirements as described; the second
phase of the site plan will include SWM for the school;

PP-2 The site plans conditionally meet the FCP legislation;

PP-3 The forebay is not counted as forested area, nor is it within the stream buffer;

PP-4 The agricultural areas within the stream buffers for this site plan were taken out of
production by Spring 1996- the remainder will be taken out with this site plan.

PP-9 No development activity has begun on the site;

PP-12 The plan conforms to the MCDEP SWM approval of 7/28/95;
Transportation

PJ -1 The number of units proposed conform to the staging ceiling limits;

PJ-2 The transportation improvements were updated in the Preliminary Plan approval;
PJ-3 Dedication and construction of the Mid County Arterial (aka A-305) - the Phase I site
plan submittal does not require the dedication or construction of this road, it will be part of
Jater site plans; the proposal shows units adjoining the Mid County Arterial for which building
permits can’t be released until the road is built in a later phase;

PJ-4 Stringtown Road improvements were required with the Preliminary Plan; the alignment
of the road as determined at Preliminary Plan moves into the Historic District - staff’s
recommended cross section would allow for an adequate set back to the house in the District
while utilizing the existing roadbed and serving the function of the road classification.
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PI-10 The layout of the streets that are part of the proposed site plan conform to these
recommendations;

PJ-14 “O” street extended -of the site plan- connects Main Street to the adjoining parcels;
all three streets connecting to Clarksburg Road are in place with the proposed site plan,

PP-1 The proposed site plan conforms to the staging ceiling limits; the applicant will enter
into a phasing agreement for necessary road improvements with record plat submittal; the
applicant has submitted a draft record plat phasing agreement for review and approval with
this site plan;

PP-5 The plan shows the appropriate right-of-way dimensions and locations, dedications for
all right of way owned by the applicant will required prior to the release of any building
permit; dedications for any off-site right-of~way will be required in conjunction with the
phasing requirements for the number of units; '

PP-11 The access and improvements required by the MDSHA and MCDPW&T will require
SPA approval,

PP-15 The applicant will have to dedicate Public Improvement Easements as necessary for
bike paths and other features of the site;

PP-16 These APF requirements are the basis for the road requirements for this site. The
applicant has received SPA approval for the improvements applicable to the number of units
within this approval; future site plan sections and the roads required for them will require
additional SPA approval.

Historic Preservation

PJ-8 The road design for Main Street and nearby sewer locations are part of the site plan
proposal; a John Clark gravestone marker is proposed within a pedestrian area pending
further review; the applicant has not secured the right-of-way for the extension of Main Street
to MD 355- staff will carry this condition forward for future site plan proposals;

PJ-9 The public street conforms to setbacks to the church - screening, pedestrian linkage and
increased visibility have been provided for. The size of lots as proposed do not conform to
the width of lots for the R-200 zone as required, a lot will need to be removed to accomplish
this;

Park/School

PJ-7 The final concept plan was approved with the Preliminary Plan, See Attachment X.
PP-6 Re: dedication of the proposed park school site, the applicant proposed an agreement
to dedicate land that is part of this site plan; the agreement stipulates the timing of dedication
to occur with CIP funding or with adjoining development; phasing the grading will be
addressed with future site plans or prior to CIP construction per this agreement; will be
addressed with this site plan’s SPEA

PP-7 The dedication agreement will be part of this Site Plan SPEA
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Site Plan

‘PJ-12 The proposed plans conform to these requirements for landscaping, street detailing
and amenity areas; additional landscaping of the SWM facilities is needed;

PP-10 The proposal includes 768 dwelling units which were determined during site plan
review;

PP-13 The MPDU's conform to the required number for this site plan phase, the b
the entire project will be provided in Phase II.

AN 1

a g D
Ce 101

Project Administration

PJ-11 The amenities proposed for the Phase I Site Plan need to be constructed in accordance

with typical site plan phasing requirements; the design concept for the Greenway and

adjoining areas has been reviewed and accepted by staff, the greenway amenities will be

phased in with the Phase I Site Plan.

PJ- 13 The applicant has submitted a draft HOA agreement that describes an umbrella style
maintenance organization that includes residential and commercial propertles alike for staff’s

review and approval;

PP-14 This condition provides for Planning Board reconsideration of a case if a court

challenge removes a previously required condition,

PP-17 The validity period of the Preliminary Plan has been included in the record plat phasing

schedule proposed by the applicant.

With consideration of the conditions listed above, the site plan conforms to the Project Plan and
Preliminary Plan Approvals.
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ANALYSIS: Conformance to the Project Plan Approval
The conformance of the proposed site plan to the Project Plan conditions of approval were
established, with conditions, above in Project Description: Prior Approvals.

The site plan conforms to the list of Axﬁenity Areas and Recreational Facilities that were part of the
“Project Plan by providing the following:

Amenity Areas: Town Square, land dedicated for future civic building (with Phase II),
streetscape system, neighborhood squares and green area, greenway dedicated for public use,
Greenway roadway, specialty planting areas along greenway road, Park/School Site/ Large
Private recreations areas for major fields(with Phase II), land for expansion of areas next to
historic district, green areas and buffer next to historic district, green areas and setback areas
located along Mid-County Highway, Stringtown Road and Clarksburg Road improvements,
Pond Area (SWM facility).

Recreation Facilities: Tot Lots, Multiage Play facilities, Picnic/sitting areas; tennis courts
(possible with Phase II); bikeway system, greenway pathway and bicycle path (Class I);
Nature trail; Nature areas near the Pond; swimming pools; wading pools; indoor fitness

facility (in Phase II).
The site plan conforms to the other aspects of the Project Plan approval regarding development

14
standards, unit types proposed, unit location, and road connections. The Proposed density range for
units per the Master Plan and Preliminary Plan are as follows:

Unit Types Master Plan % # of units Per Site Plan
(Total)

SFD 10-20 % 130-260 75

SF Attached and TH’s 30-50% 390-650 295

Multifamily Units 25-45% 325-585 396

Adjustments to the Project Plan approval include:
- There is no connection to Mid - County Arterial from “G” Street due to extreme grading
differences of 10 to 15' between the two roads.
- The street between the multifamily block and the SWM facility (pond) has been removed
in lieu of an improved open space connection between the housing and the open space.
- The unit type for half of the multifamily units has changed from a large multifamily building
to the 2/2 units which have parking in the Iower level and a rear loaded driveway. Where this
has been used, screening with fences and landscaping has been added;
- The diagonal street between the church and the town square is a pedestrian mews;
- The connection of Main Street to MD 355 has not been achieved concurrent with this site
plan approval.

Staff finds these adjustments acceptable to conformance withthe Project Plan.
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DISCUSSION OF ISSUES THAT WERE RESOLVED DURING THE SITE PLAN REVIEW
PROCESS

Environment

The Special Protection Area (SPA) for the site was approved on January 15, 1997, see Appendix for
memo. The approval applies to the residential areas, rough grading of the retail area, the Clarksburg
Road frontage improvements, the turn lane improvements at MD 355/ Clarksburg Road, Stringtown
Road from Greenway Road to MD 355, the uphill potion of Stringtown Road (near the proposed
units).

The SPA review was an extensive process creating a challenge for the determinations of all road,
greenspace and site planning issues. During the SPA review, there was a delay pending the provision
of additional information for review.

Transportation

Internal Streets - This neotraditional neighborhood required the waiver of many typical
street design standards. MCDPW&T and MCDPS staff have worked closely with staff to
develop and approve waivers of reduced turning radii, sidewalks of brick paving, tighter tree
spacing, crosswalks and traffic calming features to create a beautiful street environment that
will be safe for pedestrians and automobiles. The Project Plan recommended the waivers be
obtained prior to Planning Board approval of a site plan. A copy of the approved waivers and
road design by MCDPW&T and MCDPS are attached in the Appendix.

Arterial Roads - The design of the arterial roads: Clarksburg Road (MD 121), Stringtown
Road (MD 261) and the Mid County Arterial (the Piedmont Road, Mid County Highway or
MD 305); was the subject of much study. Although the Master Plan designation for the roads
was clear, the details of closed or open section, bikepaths, sidewalks, street trees were
worked out with this review. It was necessary to determine the exact design of the arterial
roads because: the Special Protection Area (SPA) approval requires final design prior to

apprnva] there was a need establish conformance to Master Plan Guidelines and to address
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Historic Preservation requirements; they needed to be adapted to allow the preservation of
a hedgerow; and they had to respond to the needs of on road bicyclists. A copy of the arterial
road design recommendations by MCDPW&T and MCDPS and MCPD Transportation
Planning Department are attached in the Appendix.

Bicycle Lanes - During the review of this project, MCPDW&T began to recommend the
expansion of all arterial travel lanes or the utilization of paved shoulders to accommodate on-
road bicyclists. This enlarged the pavement cross section by 2 to 16 feet within an SPA where
Class I (off road) bike lanes were already proposed. Impervious surfaces must be minimized
within SPAs. After review, Staff supports the on-road bike lanes on Stringtown Road in
addition to the Class 1 bike path so it will function as a transit corridor. For Clarksburg Road,

22



the on road lanes are widened 1 foot in each direction because the Class I bike path will be
6 feet instead of 8 feet (standard) to allow for the preservation of the hedgerow and utilization
of the existing paving. Staff worked out a reduced lane widening for the Mid County Arterial
utilizing a 32 foot paved roadway instead of an easlier 40 foot paved roadway. Initially the
applicant objected to bikeway construction within the arterial, they now agree to build them.

Public Private Streets - The applicant proposed four private streets. Staff was initially
concerned about public access and maintenance issues, but the applicant required assigned
parking spaces to satisfy funding for the project.

Park/School

The park/school issues established during the earlier approvals were addressed by the development
of the Greenway Concept Plan by Planning Department and Park Department staff and the applicant.
The remainder of the Park/ School site, the areas surrounding the school itself and the play fields, will
be part of later site plan consideration.

MC Public Schools have rei:aeated their request for part of the site to be dedicated to them so they
may receive reimbursement by the State of Maryland. Their letter of December 31, 1997 is in the
Appendix.

Historic Preservation

The applicant has not secured the property to allow the Main Street connection to MD 355 next to
the General Store. The proposed cross section for Stringtown Road was developed to maintain a 20
setback to the wall of the adjoining historic district property.

Site Planning/Landscaping and Lighting

The original recreation proposal for the project included 2 on-site tot lots for 775 units. The
applicant has revised their submittal to conform to the Recreational Guidelines with recreation evenly
distributed throughout the site. Additional connections were developed between the town Square area
and the Greenway Park.

The original MPDU proposal reflected the appropriate number of units but they were all in one block
of multifamily buildings. The proposal now conforms to the MPDU locational guidelines, with
conditons. )

Staff worked with the applicant to develop the design for the block which houses the 2/2 unit to
incorporate additional greenspace, attractive garage entryways and create a better setting for the pool.
Additionally, they developed an improved layout of the multifamily units and pond area in the Hilltop
section. Landscaping refinements were made throughout the process to an already beautifully
designed landscpe plan.
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Community Based Planning Issues
The project’s connection to the Greenway sysiem throughout Clarksburg and beyond was worked
out in the Greenway Concept plan developed with this site plan.

Community Comment and Issues

Staff met with citizens and members of the Bicycle Action Group and received letters from both
groups and from the Clarksburg Civic Association. Their interests are: the alignment for Stringtown
Road coming into private property; various details about the site plan; comments on landscape plan
details, outdoor lighting and adequacy of provision for bike lanes and multi-use trails. Their letters
are attached in the Appendix. Their letters have been forwarded to the applicant’s consultants who
have considered their comments for the change of a bike rack, selection of a light fixture, and other

iteme Staffhae recieved a call regardine concern abhout the lack of relioious facilities hpmcr h!annpd
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within the Town Center and the difficulty the existing Methodist Church is having in expandlng their
facilities.

Project Administration

The applicant and staff met to work out the details of the park/school dedications and other phasing
and SPEA/HOA details.
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ANALYSIS: Conformance to Clarksburg Master Plan

A. The Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area, Approved and Adopted June
1994 recommend the following:

The Clarksburg Master Plan calls for the community’s Town Center to have a strong, identity
becoming the focus for the entire planning area. The Plan stresses the importance of a town scale of
development with mixed uses, protection of the environment and the creation of walkable
neighborhoods. The plan envisions a development pattern which is traditional in character and which
protects the character of Clarksburg’s Historic District.

The proposed site plan meets the objectives of the Master Plan as follows:
. Create a Town Center which will be a strong, central focus for the entire study area. p.42

The proposed site plan will establish a strong identity with a traditional town character as called for

in the master plan. Phase 1 provides sufficient infrastrature, buildings and development of open spaces

to establish this desirable character early on in the development of the Town Center.

®  FEncourage a mixed-use development pattern in Town Center 10 help create a lively and
diverse place. p.44.

The master plans allows an overall density of 5 to 7 du/ac. with a maximum of 150,000 sf. for a retail
center. The proposed site plan provides 768 units towards a total of 1,300 allowable units or 4.81
du/ ac. The proposed residential uses are within the Town Square, a mixed use area, and an uphill
area. The retail center adjacent to the Town Square will be delivered in the next Site Plan phase. The
Plan strongly encourages the provision of a grocery store anchor for the future retail center.

o Assure that future development around the Historic District complements the District’s scale
and character. p.48. On the east side of the historic district, all development 400 feet east
of existing MD 355 and/or on land which is within the historic district should be single-
Jamily detached structures which are not higher than two stories.

The proposed site plan conforms to this recommendation. However, the lot size and building mass’
of proposed single-family units along the eastern edge of the historic district need to be revised to
achieve compatibility with the scale and character of the adjacent historic district. (See Historic
Preservation in Issues).

. Make the Town Center a focal point for community services (such as libraries and postal
service) as well as informal community activities. p.49.

The proposed site plan does not include community services to be sited within the project. However,
the approved Project Plan, #9-94004, envisioned such uses to be sited within either the Town Square
itself or within the retail center. There is a need to identify and provide for such uses prior to the final
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build out of the entire development. Staff recommends that the applicant assist the County to search
for a suitable public facility for the Town Square or commermal area prior to the submittal of the final
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. Create a transit-oriented land use pattern within the Town Center and link all portions of
the Town Center with transitways, bus loops, bikeways, and pedestrian-oriented streets.
p. 5L

The proposed site plan achieves a transit-oriented pattern of development with buildings that front
the street and an arterial street system that creates a “loop” circulation system around the Town
Center. Transit orientation also is achieved by the use of short, walkable blocks and a network that
ties directly with the future transit station located west of the project. The surrounding arterial
roadway system is intended to function as a “neighborhood bus loop” which will encourage residents
to walk. Provision of bus shelters at bus stops would be desirable.

®  Create a land use pattern that is responsive to environmental concerns relating to traffic
noise and proftective of headwaters. p. 51. Thc Master Plan designates this area as part of
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environmentally sensitive design”, p. 145.

The land use pattern that sites buildings so front doors face streets protects residential units from
noise. Also the buffers provided along the surrounding Arterial Roads assist in protecting from traffic
noise. The site plan will receive a Special Protection Area water quality approval prior to-the site plan
approval. The SPA approval and the design changes to the project create a more environmentally
sensitive design.

The Clarksburg Master Plan objectives for development within the Little Seneca Creek watershed
include continuously forested stream buffers, protection and enhancement of wetland systems, water
quality monitoring, environmentally sensitive design and construction of development and
infrastructure, and maintenance of the environmental qualities of headwaters. The site plan
attempts to address these by providing enhanced reforestation in stream valleys and complying with
the more rigorous stormwater management and water quality standards of the SPA.

. Encourage an interconnected street system as typically found in older towns. p. 51.

Specific Master Plan recommendations for Clarksburg Road, Stringtown Road and Mid County
Highway are covered in both the land use and transportation chapters of the master plan. The
following comments are organized by roadway and represent both the requirements and intent of the
master plan.

Clarksburg Road (A-27)

® Provide a maximum of 2 lanes within a minimum of an 80 foot ROW.
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(Table 7, p. 114)
° Provide a Class 1 Bikeway (Table 10, p. 133) on the south side of the roadway to

nrhiavia n halrae b
achieve a bikeway “loop” system arcund the Town Center (Figure 43, p.132) and to

accommodate bicycle access for the non-advanced cychsts Thls b:keway should
follow the ROW until it meets the park/school site and then weave its way through
the park/school to Piedmont Road (A-305).

° The master plan calls for both Clarksburg Road and Stringtown Road to “serve as
entrances to the Town Center”, p. 52. Preservation of the mature hedgerow at
Clarksburg Road and the cross section for Stringtown Road achieves this objective.

Stringtown Road (A-260)

° Provide a maximum of 4 lanes within a 120 * ROW. (Table 7, p. 113)

® Provide a Class I Bikeway (Table 10, p. 133), along the north side of the road to
create a bikeway “loop” system around the Town Center (Figure 43, p. 132) and to
accommodate bike access for the non-advance cyclist.

® The existing crossing [of Little Seneca Creek] will need to be widened to
accommodate two additional lanes. When widened, this crossing is recommended
1o include areas for bike paths along Stringtown Road and for the Little Seneca
Creek greenway, which will cross under Stringtown Road. (P.123)

Within the Historic District boundary at Stringtown Road, a reduced width ROW and closed section
cross section is supported by the master plan in order to achieve the plan’s objectives for protection
of the district’s unique character. The Plan’ objectives still requires necessary features such as the
blkeway, median and street trees, and sidewalks. The below grade culvert, at the stream crossing,
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needs to be duapu;u t10 maintain the greenway Conneclions
Midcounty Highway (A-305 or Mid-County Arterial)

. Provide a maximum of 2 lanes, divided within a minimum of a 80 foot ROW. (Table
7, p. 115)

L Achieve a park-like character along the roadway. “Setbacks from the Midcounty
Highway (A-305) should be provided within the Town Center 1o establish a parkway
like character”, p. 52.

The Site Plan conforms to this Master Plan. The landscaping provided creates an informal, parkway
character and a buffer strip provides for the setback.

Redgrave Place (P-5)

o Create a special character for Redgrave Place as it traverses the Clarksburg
Historic District. p. 52.

. Provide 2 maximum of 2 lanes or 24 feet in width within the historic district.

. Provide the connection for P-5 with MD 355 in 2 manner which does not negatively
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impact the traditional character of the District. (p. 53 and 125).

The proposed site plan meets the Master Plan recommendations for Redgrave Place.

4 Provide a variety of open space features. p. 53.

The Master Plan calls for the Little Seneca Greenway which traverses the site to be

‘a major open space jeature in Town Center, making it important that the greenway
be visible and accessible 10 the public”, p. 53. The purpose of the greenway system
is not only preservation of the stream valleys, but also, “development of a trail
system”, p. 156. The Plan also stresses the visual and recreational importance of
other smaller open spaces such as Forest Conservation Areas along streams and the
Commission’s King Pond Local Park. Accessibility and integration of recreational
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The proposed site plan achieves the intent of the Master Plan by increasing the recreational facilities
within King Pond Local Park and by providing a landscape treatment that enhances the overall
character of the greenway. Most importantly, the site plan provides a continuous trail system that
will tie into future segments to the north and south of the greenway. Continuity of the trail is critical
to its success. Roadway crossings under Stringtown Road needs to provide a stabilized trail surface
within the widened culverts. This approach to roadway crossings, landscape enhancement and
passive recreational use of the greenway will be repeated throughout the greenway network.

B. Conformance to the Master Plan for Historic Places

The Clarksburg Historic District is on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation and adjoins the
proposed site plan along its western boundary,

The Historic Preservation Cammission {(HPC) has reviewed the nronosal in the context of a Master
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Plan recommendation on March 11, 1992 and in the context of a Pro;ect Plan application on March
22, 1995, The HPC comments became the basis of Project Plan conditions of approval that dealt with
the following the width of Main Street (aka Redgrave Place Extended) the provision of accessible
sewer io the Disinict; providing an open space for the John Clark family grave markers; and a concept
for an equitable development scenario of the Main Street connection to MD 355 (involving the
Ruddin grocery store). Additional conditions provided for compatibility along the common boundary
between the homes in the District and the proposed new homes and improved the connections
between the existing church to the new subdivision.

In the context of the site plan review, the HPC reviewed the project and found several requirements
outstanding and has passed on the following recommendations: a 20 ft setback , free of a public utility
easement, from the right-of-way to the historic Day house at the corner of MD 355 and Stringtown
Road; appropriate lighting on Stringtown Road to be compatible with the Historic District; the CTC

developer and Aric Ruddin should continue to resolve their issues to allow the Main Street
connection to occur opnosite Rederave Place: a detailed desien for a public space/interpretative area
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to include the Clark Family Cemetery headstones with appropriate protection should be developed
further for staff review and approval; and a lot should be deleted from the single family home area

Al male, nAl + 4 1 1 ictr
directly adjacent to the Histonc Distnct.

The removal of a proposed house is to create compatibility between the two projects utilizing similar
scaled and dimensioned buildings and surrounding open spaces. The existing condition on Spire Street
has three homes that have lot widths at their building face of 130 ft, 115 ft and 180 ft. The lots along
MD 355, whose rear yards adjoin the common boundary, have 40 and 60 foot widths at the front
building line. The proposed six lots have 2 lots with 68 foot widths at the front building line, one lot
at 65 feet, one lot at 990 feet, one lot at 88 feet and one lot at 120 feet. The average frontage for all
six lots is 83 feet. The approved Project Plan condition reads: “..the size of lots and setbacks of the
proposed development must match, approximately, the development standards in the R-200 Zone
Jor building setbacks and width of lots along the southeastern boundary of the site...” The required
Jot width along the front building setback line is 100 feet. The dimensions of the proposed lot
widths and the sketch below show the lack of conformance with the desire of the HPC and the
Planning Board’s earlier decisions. The staff proposal clearly shows that the 100 foot lot widths work
1o create an appropriate transition between the existing Historic District and the proposed units. See
memo of January 15, 1998 from the Historic Preservation Commission in the Appendix.




C. Conformance to the review comments of the MCPD Parks Department

MCPD Parks department has review the project and offered the support of the Greenway Concept
Plan and their acceptance of recreational facilities to be built by this applicant within Kings Park per
their guidelines. They reiterated the terms and conditions of the park/school dedication that was part
of the Preliminary Plan approval. See memo Dated January 13, 1998 in Appendix.
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ANALYSIS: Conformance to Development Standards - RMX-2

PROJECT DATA TABLE

Permitted/

Development Standard Required
Lot Area (ac.): 30 ac min.
Dwelling Units:

One-family detached

Townhouse

Multiple-family

TOTAL 150

Moderately-priced DUs included(12.5%) 96

Min. Green Area or outside amenity area (total for site)

W/in the commercial portion of site 15%
W/in the residential portion of site 50%

Min. Number of dwelling units approved 150 du's or

Not > MP
recommendation
Building Height 4 stories
Max. Residential Density (total site) 30 du/ac
Min Bldg setbacks (fi.):
From one family zone
Commercial bldgs 100 fi.
Residential bldgs 100 ft
From any street
Commercial bldgs n/a
Residential bldgs n/a**

Proposed
120.17 ac Phase I
270.16 ac Total

75
295
398
768
96

n/a w/ Phase 11
64.7%

1,300 du's w/ Optional
Method utilizing Project Plan

2,600 for Town Center total
1,300 CTC total
768 CTC Phase I

4 stories
11.9 du/ac
(1,300 duw/109.17 ac)

n/a -w/ Phase I
50 fi*

n/a - w/ Phase Il
10 ft min**

* Pef 59-C- 10.38 allows for setback reduction by 50% if there are trees or other features on the site

that permit a lesser setback w/o adversely affecting development on the adjoining
property. The applicant seeks a 50% setback in the areas adjoining the Clarksburg Historic District
where mature trees are in place and are proposed to be saved and embellished with additional planting

** The Planning Board reviewed this setback during the Project Plan Review and found that no

setback is necessary per the approved master plan.

32



Allowed /Required Provided

Parking To be located on RMX zoned land Conforms
To conform to 59-E PB waiver of pkg
reg’'mt to allow on
street parking for req’d
spaces
Number of Parking Spaces
Phase 1A - Town Square
Multifamily (248 du @ 1.5/du) 372
SFD and TH (18 + 159 @2.0/du) 354
TOTAL 726 1098
(389 on street,
Note: 17 spaces req’d on street ' 345 parking lot,
364 driveway/garage)
Phase 1B - Hilltop District ’
Multifamily (150 @ 1.5/du) 225
SFD and TH ( 59 + 134 @ 2.0/du) 386
611 787
(266 on street,
Note: 90 spaces req’d on street 255 parking lot,
' 266 driveway/garage)

Required Public Facilities and Amenities are listed above SITE ANALYSIS: Conformance to Project
Plan. The site plan provides the required public facilities and amenities.
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MPDU CALCULATIONS
MPDUs required for 768 du’s - 12.5% of 768 = 96

MPDUs provided in Town Square area: 12 TH’s and 28 multifamily du’s
Mpdu’s provided in Uphill District: 14 th’s and 42 multifamily du’s

RECREATION CALCULATIONS

tots  children teens adults srs  Total
- DEMAND TOTAL 102.1 1374 198 930.7 98.6 13887
SUPPLY (amount proposed)
ON SITE
Tot Lot (1) 90 20 0.0 40 10
Multi-age Play Lot (2) 180 22.0 60 140 20
Picnic/Sitting (12) 120 120 180 60.0 24.0
Open Play Area II (1) 3.0 40 40 100 1.0
Bike System (1) 51 137 18.0 1396 9.9
Pedestrian System (1) 102 275 240 4188 444
Nature Trails(1) 5.1 13.7 180 180 1396
Nature Areas(1) - 0.0 69 120 93.1 49
Swimming Pools(1) 57 275 240 2327 14.8
Wading Pool(1) 153 6.9 00 465 459
ON SITE TOTAL ' 1622.9
EXISTING OFF SITE TOTAL 74.7
PROPOSED OFF SITE TOTAL 79.9

Existing Off Site Supply Points for a Tot Lot, Open Play Area I, Soccer-Junior, Baseball-Junior yields
a total of 74.7 points at 35 value % of each. Proposed Off Site Supply Points for a Tot Lot, a
Multiage Play Area and 6 Picnic Sitting Areas.yield 79.9 points at 85 % value of each.
SUPPLY TOTAL | 1777.5
TOTAL PERCENTAGE FOR EACH CATEGORY

100.5 1203 124.6 1316 1378

The recreation proposal for the Site Plan exceeds the required amount of the recreation for the
project.
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FINDINGS for Site Plan Review:

1. The site plan is consistent with the Project Plan approved for this site utilizing the RMX-2
optional method of development. See discussion above.

2. The site plan meets all of the requirements of the zone in which it is located. See Project Data
Table above.

3. The locations of the buildings and structures, the open spaces, the landscaping, recreation
facilities, and the pedestrian and vehicular circulation systems are adequate, safe and efficient.

a. Location of Buildings

The 768 homes (75 SFDs, 295 Townhouses and 398 multifamily units) are sited to create the look
of an older town, utilizing what we now call neotraditional town planning. The unit locations as
described earlier in this report, create a series of blocks which provide a suitable residential setting
for each unit type. This layout establishes order and clear orientation for each street and to each
address. Additionally, each unit type faces the street and connects to it with a walk for direct, safe
and efficient connections. All the parking areas also connect to the streets and units for safe and
efficient use. The unit orientation to the street also provides for an attractive view from adjoining
roadways and properties, hiding the rear yards from public view.

There is common open space for each building type, either within a neighborhood green or mews.
The buildings location at the block edge leave opportunities for a variety of apen spaces for public
and private use. The provision of many sitting and play areas dispersed throughout the units and
public spaces create an abundance of opportunities for public gathering and recreation.

. The edge of Historic District would be improved with the creation more open space within the SFD
units proposed there. :

The MPDU locations conform to the approved guidelines by: providing 12.5% of the proposed units
as MPDU’s; providing two different types of units, similar to the proposed units in the project;
townhouses with only MPDU’s are permitted as shown; the Uphill District townhouses and
multifamily units are units are sited near recreation areas open space play areas. The outstanding items
for the MPDU locations are : the townhouses in the Town Square District must either be relocated
next to recreation areas or recreation shall be installed near them,; the site plan and record plats must
identify all MPDU locations. With these improvements, the MPDU’s conform to the Site Plan
Guidelines approved by the Planning Board 6/1/95.

b. Open Spaces

There are 70.65 acres of open space provided within the whole Clarksburg Town Center. The open
spaces are used for environmental mitigation, for recreation, buffers and tree preservation. Within the
developed areas, the open spaces provide for sitting areas, walks and buffers between development.

35



Discussion of Environmental Findings

Adequacy of Stream Buffers

Stream buffers per the Environmental Guidelines and Priority One forest conservation areas have
been protected, with the exception of unavoidable intrusions for grading of the Greenway road, road
crossings on Greenway Road and Main Street, stormwater management facilities, and sewer
installation, Greenway Road grading will be done only in unforested portions of the stream valley
and will be reforested. None of the impervious road surface will be within the buffer. The road
crossings will have to conform to the county guidelines for environmentally sensitive road crossings
which encourage reduction of the crossing footprint and maintenance of the stream channel.
Although the stormwater management facilities require some forest clearing and for the most part
cannot be reforested (although some landscaping is possible), they are vital to protection of the
stream from the impacts of development and cannot be located outside the buffer without significant
impact to the layout and density of the plan. To the extent possible, the sewer easements avoid the
most sensitive areas and will be reforested.

In all instances, intrusions into the stream buffers will be minimized and mitigation of impacts will
be required. Another danger to streams and stream buffers on this site is the large area and amount
of grading that will be done within the development area. As protection, extraordinary and redundant
sediment and erosion control measures are being required during construction. To ensure that these
measures are adequate, effective, and in good working order, staff is recommending that an
independent inspector funded by the applicant be retained by MCDPS to monitor the sediment control
devices and deal with potential problems. This approach is being successfully used for another site
plan currently under construction in a sensitive watershed, and is consistent wiih recommendations
made in the County’s Sediment Control Task Force Report (June 1997).

Adequacy of Stormwater Management

Stormwater management is provided by several on-site water quantity and quality facilities which
have been required as part of the review and approval of the SPA Water Quality Plan. Water quality
control will be provided by an extensive series of Best Management Practices (BMP’s) including;
sand filters, bioretention, and clean water recharge areas. These facilities are linked together with the
quantity control facilities which consist of a dry pond within the western stream valley and a wet pond
located within the development area on the east side of the property. Both ponds are in approximate
locations identified by the Clarksburg Environmental & Water Resources Study for shared
stormwater management facilities. Although facilities that are in-stream or have permanent pools
of water are not usually desirable in temperature sensitive watersheds, it was determined as part of
the review of the Preliminary Water Quality Plan that given the development intensity, more effective
stormwater controls would be provided by these facilities. The in-stream facility will use the dam
created by the Greenway Road crossing which eliminates additional disturbance. The remainder of
the valley will be left as it is except for reforestation. The wet pond will be designed with as many
features as possible to reduce the temperature of water entering the stream from the pond outfall.

36



The stormwater management facilities are linked together so that they provide extraordinary and
redundant stormwater management controls.

The Board has adopted guidelines for Park and Planning Department review of projects within SPA’s.
These guidelines focus on expanding wetland buffers, expanding and accelerating forest conservation
opportunities, and limiting site imperviousness levels. They have been addressed by the site plan in
the following manner: :

BUFFERS - Stream buffers have been discussed above. As previously noted, the Board
decided expanded wetland buffers would not apply in the town center. The majority of the
wetlands, seeps and springs on the property are physically protected within the stream valleys.
Measures have been taken to minimize even temporary disturbance of the wetlands, and
where unavoidable disturbance will occur (road crossings and sewer installation), 2:1 wetland
mitigation will be provided. To reduce the more critical impacts on hydrology for the wetland
areas, the plan proposes several stormwater management BMP’s designed to encourage
infiltration and groundwater recharge.

FORESTATION - The plan will include reforestation of all unforested stream buffer areas
using at least whip size planting stock to minimize the time to canopy closure. A 5-year
maintenance program will be required to better ensure survival of the forest plantings.

IMPERVIOUSNESS - Imperviousness within the town center far exceeds the level which is
desirable in the headwaters area of a sensitive watershed such as Little Seneca Creek.
However, given the nature of the land use and site design this cannot be avoided. Attempts
have been made by the applicant to minimize impervious surfaces by use of on-street parallel
parking and tighter curb radii, but in staff’s opinion further reduction is possible. We
recommend deletion of the on-street parking from the following locations: 1) the stream
valley side of the Greenway Road from Stringtown Road to the intersection with Street “0”;
2) both sides of Street “C” from Stringtown Road to Street “D”; 3) the stream valley side of
Street “C” from Street “D” to the bikepath crossing; and 4) on Street “D” west of its
intersection with Street “C”. In addition, we strongly discourage widening of road surfaces
for on street bike lanes and paved shoulders.

Hope for reducing the impact of the excessive impervious surfaces on this watershed lies in
providing extraordinary stormwater management facilities and BMP’s for all runoff from
these surfaces. Due to the amount and configuration of density proposed for this site, space
for and capacity within these facilities is very limited. Given the proposed edge of the
developed area, this situation cannot be remedied without sacrificing more of the
environmentally sensitive stream buffer area. Reducing the amount of proposed
imperviousness, where possible, and avoiding addition of more imperviousness are the best

ways 10 ensure that the proposed facilities will be adequate and effective.
i
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The Final Water Quality Plan for the town center addresses the Performance Goals established during
pre-application review, outlines the strategies that will be employed to meet these goals, and includes
a detailed plan for water quality monitoring of the streams before, during and after construction. The
following is a brief summary of the performance goals and strategies:

GOAL:

STRATEGY:

STRATEGY:

GOAL:

STRATEGY:

Protect the stream/aquatic habitat - restore habitat which promotes natural recovery
toward a Use IV stream habitat.

Address the three components of aquatic habitat. Chemical component - Water
quality BMP'S; Physical component - reforestation of stream buffer, stream valley
improvements, stringent erosion and sediment controls, stormwater management
controls, conversion of agricultural fields; Temperature - retention/replanting of
Ibrpvf within stream vallevv BAMPs ugclrm’mg ta_nd filters, bioretention, clean water

recharge and cool water mf Itration and recharge.

Maintain natural on-site stream channels: through effective upland site planning,
stormwater controls, and sediment and erosion control, protect stream habitat features
vulnerable to anticipated development impacts.

Redundant sediment control, water quality BMPs, stormwater management quantity
controls, reforestation along stream channels, stream channel improvements,
protection of existing stream valley forest and wetlands.

Minimize stormflow runoff increases - Through stormwater management, decrease
duration and frequency of bankfull discharge to preconstruction levels.

Control first 1" of runoff from proposed impervious surfaces 1o mimic existing
conditions during a two year storm.

To identify and protect stream banks prone to erosion and slumping - Identify the
most erosion prone stream bank areas and stabilize them with a combination of
structural and bioengineered solutions to anticipate the altered flow regime resulting
from development.

Stream valley improvement

To minimize increases to ambient water temperature - minimize increases to 3.5
percent of existing baseflow conditions.
PR i eidnarmnesisd e mmazaey Sun 3¢ acsidla

Water quauty BMPs which :fymfaw siormwdier lu'uu_[_; and mix it with cooler

groundwater, shading of stream valley through retention/planting of forest.

To minimize sediment loading - minimize sediment loading and reduce stream
embeddedness by 80 percent.

Reforesting stream buffer, stream sfab:lrzatzon stringent erosion and sediment
control, stormwater management controls, conversion of agricultural fields.
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GOAL: Maintain stream baseflow - Limit the post-development reduction of base flow in
streams to 0 percent.
STRATEGY: Partial (80%) maintenance through infiltration BMPs.

GOAL: Protect springs, seeps, and wetlands - Protect natural recharge areas of perennial
seeps and springs that provide cold water to streams where feasible.
STRATEGY: Minimize disturbance, infiltration BMPs, stream valley open spaces.

Environmental Planning Division staff concur with MCDPS that the proposed Final Water Quality
Plan meets the SPA requirements for the development and grading areas within the site and for a

portion of the perimeter arterial roads (see MCDPS memo). We recommend conditional approval
of the plan.

Arterial Road Open Section Roadway Waivers are required to approved closed section roadways
within a Special Protection Area.

Environmental Planning Division staff support use of closed section improvements to Stringtown
Road from MD Route 355 to the Greenway Road, and for Clarksburg Road from MD Route 355 to
the Greenway Road. It has been determined that additional stormwater management controls can be
provided to compensate for the loss of open swales for these roads and water quality will be
protected. Stringtown Road from the Greenway Road to Midcounty Arterial should be a modified
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open-section road. Midcounty Arterial will be reviewed as part of future site plans.

Significant noise impacts affecting the outdoor area of Lot 1, Block K andLots 1,6,7, 10 and 11,
Block J have been mitigated to the extent feasible by small, densely landscaped berms to provide at
Jeast visual screening of the noise source. The same visual screening is provided for Lots 23 and 33,
Block K and Lot 51, Block L through use of fencing around the perimeter of the rear yards. Interior

: . |

noise levels within all of these units will be addressed by appropriate building design and construction.

c. Landscaping and Lighting

The landscaping plan is richly developed to provide for a variety of functions: buffering and screening;
to provide shade for parking lots, streets, sitting and play areas to stabilize stream valleys; to create
entry features; to articulate the Town Square and preserve existing wooded areas. The bike path
along Greenway Road will be accentuated by groves of trees which allow for intermittent views of
the stream valley.- The Forest Conservation Plan and the stream valley buffer planting will create a
forested stream valley over time with water quality benefits. The Landscaping Plan also provides for
SWM facility plantings to assist in water retention and to provide for an attractive setting for

utilitarian functions. The plant selections proposed by the applicant are suited to the environment and
their intended purpose.
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Staff recommends that further review be requiréd to: provide additional planting within the SWM
facilities; to determine the appropriate ground cover for the steep slopes; to assure that evergreen
plantings be added to Stringtown Road to assist with perceptual noise mitigation; and for the Town
Square, a planting that will add some presence to the space until a civic use is found to occupy the
space. For those areas where tighter tree spacing is proposed within the public right-of-way, the

HOA will be required to maintain those trees.
d. Recreation
Recreation demand is satisfied as shown in the recreation calculations table above.

The recreation proposal has located a variety of play areas throughout the project. In order to
provide play areas within convenient access to all the units within each block, the typical play area
has, in some cases, been dispersed to previde a single swing or sandbox and bench tucked within an
open space, rather than require a large totlot structure for every location. Play equipment and path
connections have been added to the existing Kings Park to accommodate the increased usage by this
development.

The MPDU townhouses within the Town Square neighborhood need to have additional recreation
added next to them.

e. Vehicular and Pedestrian Circulation

The vehicular and pedestrian circulation systems are merged for the neighborhood and Town Square
areas. Both the streets and the sidewalks that adjoin them on both sides create a modified grid system
for circulation - modified to meet existing conditions and topography.

The internal streets are designed (with some waivers) to allow pedestrian friendly features ie, reduced
curb radii, raised crosswalks and intersections, parallel parking which create a safe, clearly defined
environment for both vehicles and pedestrians. The multiple intersections and block pattern create
efficient and safe access to each unit or parking lot and assists movement throughout the
neighborhood,

Internally, Greenway Road provides a recreational trail that is off road to separate the bicyclist from
the motorists. The connections across Main Street are defined by crosswalks and a raised intersection
to provide safe pedestrian and bicyclist crossings. Beyond the site to the north, the Greenway bike
trail will cross Clarksburg Road and connect to the park to the north. South of the site it will connect
efficiently and safely to bike trails planned with roadway improvements. Main Street will be a
designated route for a Class III or on road bike path. Staff recommends that the applicant post it with
a sign to highlight the presence of bicyclists.

Other internal street features are for private streets to allow on street parking aligned to units, staff
supports this waiver of standards. Until the Main Street connection is made there needs to be a tun
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around at its terminus.

The external arterial streets and their access points are in accordance with the approved Preliminary
Plan. The arterial streets include Class I bike paths, per the Master Plan, They are placed along the
side of the property to efficiently provide the population of Clarksburg Town Center a continuous
loop around the entire project and to make a link to the transit station and regional bike paths beyond.

The pedestrian system for the project is continuous, efficient and safe. Sidewalks are in place on every
street, providing complete pedestrian access through the developed areas. Each block has a path
through it for efficient movement through the entire area. The path system within the open spaces
connects to the sidewalks for a continuous and efficient movement. Staff recommends that one
sidewalk be deleted due to lack of use and the need to reduce paving in the SPA - the sidewalk along
the north side of the Mid-County Arterial.

4. Each structure and use is compatible with other uses and other site plans and with existing
and proposed adjacent development.

The Clarksburg Town Center will be ultimately be perceived as an extension of the land use patterns
established within the existing town of Clarksburg. The proposed siting of SFD units next to the
boundary of the homes within the Historic District will establish a continuity of unit type, mass and
layout from existing to new development. The removal of one proposed SFD home along the will
improve the compatibility between the projects. The topography that slopes away from Stringtown
Road and Mid County Arterial and the heavily planted buffer allow for the development to be sited
with the least intrusion to the rural land to the east of the property.

The preservation of and the provision of a wooded buffer between the Historic District, the church,
Clarksburg Road and the proposed site plan will allow for development to occur with a retention of
the existing character of the area and minimized environmental disturbance.

The activity associated with the proposed residential and recreational uses will not cause any negative
effect on the existing town.

5. The site plan meets all applicable requirements of Chapter 22A regarding forest conservation.

The site plan meets all applicable requirements of Chapter 22A regarding forest conservation. Forest
Conservation requirements for this phase of the develapment have been met by the preservation of
approximately 16 acres of existing forest, with additional planting of approximately 8 acres.

Most of the forest retention and planting areas are within stream valleys that will be dedicated as park
land. A Category I Conservation easement will be placed over the forest conservation and buffer
areas outside of park dedication as shown on the Forest Conservation Plan. See approval memo of
January 15, 1998 in the Appendix.
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CONCLUSION
The review team for the Clarksburg Town Center # 8-98001 includes the following:

Charlie Loehr, Chief, Development Review

Wynn E. Witthans, Development Review

Ron Welke, Transportation Planning

Cathy Conlon, Environmental Planning

Gwen Wright, Historic Preservation

Karen Kumm, Lyn Coleman, Community Based Planning

Tanya Schmieler, Park Planning

Joe Davis, Development Review

also: Larry Ponsford, Micheal Ma, Brooke Farquhar, Beverly Breen, Ki Kim, J ohn Carter

Sara Navid, MCDPS
Greg Leck, MCDPW&T
Richard Gee, MCDPS
Rick Brush, MCDPS
Greg Cook, MDSHA
Janice Turpin, MCPS
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APPENDIX
a. Standard conditions dated January 16, 1998.
b. Correspondence referenced in report

NOTE: A transcript of the Project Plan and copy of the minutes of the Preliminary Plan hearing
been placed in the Planning Board office for the Board's review.-

g:\spstaffi\8-98001
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APPENDIX A:

1. Submit a Site Plan Enforcement Agreement, Development Program, and Homeowners
Association Documents for review and approval prior to approval of the
signature set as follows and as stated above in other conditions:

a. Development Program to include a phasing schedule as follows:

1) Street tree planting must progress as street construction is completed, but no later
than six months after completion of the units adjacent to those streets.
2) Community-wide pedestrian pathways and recreation facilities must be

completed prior to seventy percent occupancy of each phase of the development.
3) Landscaping associated with each parking lot and building shall be completed as
construction of each facility is completed.
4) Pedestrian pathways and seating areas associated with each facility shall be completed

ag construction of each facility is rnmnleted
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5) Clearing and grading to correspond to the construction phasing, to minimize soil

erosion,;
6) Coordination of each section of the development and roads;
7) Phasing of dedications, stormwater management, sediment/erosion control,

recreation, forestation, community paths, trip mitigation or other features.
8) Phasing of site clearing and grading to minimze soil erosion;
9) Phasing of stormwater management and forest construction.

2. Signature set of site, landscape/lighting, forest conservation and sediment and erosion control
plans to include, in addition to other requirements, for staff review prior to approval by MCDPS:

Undisturbed stream buffers at least 120 to 150 feet feet wide as shown on the site plan;
Limit of disturbance;

Methods and location of tree protection

Forest Conservation areas;

Relocation of stormwater facility outfalls from pond away from forest preservation

or other environmentally sensitive areas;

Conditions of MCDPS Water Quality/Stormwater Management Concept approval letter dated
January 15, 1998; ‘

Note stating the M-NCPPC staff must inspect tree-save areas and protection devices

prior to clearing and grading;

The development program inspection schedule.
Category I conservation easement and park dedication boundary

Street trees along all public and private streets inclusive of the artenal streets surrounding the
project;
l. Centralized, screened trash areas for all multi-family and one-family attached units

S NN
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except townhouses
m. Details for and location of noise fencing to attenuate current noise levels to no more

than 45 dBA Ldn for the outdoor back yard area of homes at Stringtown Road and
Mideounty Arterial.

n. certification from a professional acoustical engineer that the building shell will
attenuate current noise levels to an interior level not to exceed 45 dBA Ldn.

o. location of outfalls away from tree preservation areas;

p. environmental setting protecting the historic resource or site.

' 3. Torest Conservation Plan shall satisfy all conditions of approval prior to recording of plat and
MCDERP issuance of sediment and erosion control permit.

4. No clearing or grading prior to Planning Department approval of signature set of plans.
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APPENDIX: Previous Planning Board Environmental Decisions

The proposed site plan includes 768 of the approximately 1300 units anticipated for the town center
site with associated infrastructure. It also includes grading for the future commercial/off ice/retail
portion of the site. The plan results in complete development or grading of the west side of the site
and development of approximately one third of the east side.

As part of project and preliminary plan review, the Board made the following decisions:

1. Asreed 10 stream buffer encroachment for the grading of the greenway road (no clearing of forest,
no imperviousness in the buffer, complete reforestation) and two associated stormwater management
facilities (minimize disturbance and re-vegetate) due to the effect the alternative would have on site

design and density.

2. Established that Clarksburg Town Center must comply with Special Protection Area (SPA) Water
Quality Review requirements except that the revised SPA wetland buffers (Guidelines for
Environmental Management of Development in Montgomery County, February 1997 edition) would
not apply.

3. Agreed that stream buffers must be forested wherever possible to meet county Forest
Conservation Law requirements and Clarksburg Master Plan objectives; meadow/wildflower areas
or other amenity landscaping must be placed outside of buifers. '

4, Agreed that forest planting in the Little Seneca Creek is a priority and instructed the applicant to
make a good faith effort to find off-site planting areas within the watershed, if necessary, before
planting in the portion of the site draining to Little Bennett Creek.

5. Approved the use of closed section roadways for neighborhood streets (pending official
MCDPWT waiver) based upon EPD and MCDPS agreement that the higher road runoff can be
compensated for by proposed increased storage of stormwater runoff in the water quality facilities
(control of 1" of runoff over the impervious surfaces instead of the more typical 1/2").
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD
REVISED OPINION

Preliminary Plan No.: #1-95042
Name of Plan: Clarksburg Town Center

Lction: Approval, subject to conditions. (Motion by Commissioner
Aron; seconded by Commissioner Holmes; with a vote of § to 0,
Commissioners Aron, Holmes, Hussmann, Baptiste and Richardson
voting in favor of the motion).

INTRODUCTION

On September 28, 1995, the Montgomery County Planning Board
{("Board") held a public hearing to consider Preliminary Plan 1-
95042, an application for subdivision approval in the RMX-2 zone.
The proposed uses include residential, retail and commercial
development. The Applicants, Piedmont & Clarksburg Associates,
proposed to create 834 lots on 267.50 acres of land.

At the hearing, the Board heard testimony and received
evidence submitted in the record on the application. Based upon
the testimony and evidence presented, the Board finds Preliminary
Plan 1-95042 to be in accordance with the purposes and
requirements of the Subdivision Regulations (Chapter 50,
Montgomery County Code, as amended) and approves Preliminary Plan
1-95042, subject to the conditions listed at the end of this
opinion. : '

BACKGROUND

The property is located northeast of Maryland Route 355
between Clarksburg Road and Stringtown Road (A-260 on the Master
Plan). Piedmont Road crosses through the northern portion of the
property. The Applicant proposes construction of 1,300 dwelling
units, including townhomes, multi-family and single-family
residences. The proposal also includes 150,000 square feet of
retail space and 100,000 square feet of office/development space.

The underlying development authority, Project Plan No. 9-
94004, was approved by the Planning Board on May 1i, 1995, after
two prior Planning Board meetings (held on April & and 20, 1995).
The record for Preliminary Plan 1-95042 specifically includes the
records from those prior hearings.



DISCUSSTION AND FINDINGS

The Pla nc Dpnartmpnr staff evaluated the transportation
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effects of the subject application as required by the Subdivision
Regulations and as recommended in the Master Plan. First, the
Board must determine that public facilities, including roads,
will be adequate to support and service the area of the proposed
subdivision. Staff evaluated the impact of the proposed
development on nearby roads and intersections in accordance with
the Local Area Transportation Review Guidelines. Necessary local
area transportation review improvements for this project are
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The second level of transportation review was based on the
Master Plan recommendation that development districts, or
alternative financing mechanisms, be implemented prior to new
development, to ensure that road infrastructure be provided to
support recommended Master Plan development. The Clarksburg
Master Plan specifically addressed the County’s fiscal concernms
that the timing and sequence of development in the area should be
responsive to the fact that capital improvements funding required
to support new growth will have to come from a variety of
sources, including government sources and private development.

As part of the Project Plan discussion, the Board requested staff

rmn rondniecr an ::ﬁ::'lvc'lc of the Master Plan road network detearmine
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the amount of road infrastructure required, evaluate how the
roads would be built, and recommend when they should be built.

The Master Plan anticipated a funding shortfall for the
construction of schools, local roads and other community
facilities recommended in the Master Plan to serve the expected
new growth. In response to this, the Master Plan recommended
that development in Clarksburg should occur in stages conditioned
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portion of the infrastructure improvements or the availability of
other new sources of revenues. The Planning Board expressed a
desire to address the Master Plan’s stated need to comprehensive-
ly allocate among developers a responsibility to conrstruct
portions of road infrastructure in a fair and equitable manner,

To ensure that the Applicant fund its share of road
infrastructure, as best can be determined at this time, staff
recommended that the Applicant improve Stringtown Road (A-260),
to County standards as a two lane road within the Master Plan
Aligrnment, No. 2. as of August 25, 1995. Staff’s assessment was
based on the 1993 Fiscal Impact Analysis prepared by the
Montgomery County Office of Planning Implementation (OPI), as
part of the Clarksburg Master Plan review. The OPI study
projected a funding gap of approximately $89 million for required
infrastructure. The Study alsc projected approximately $37
million in revenues to be generated by the Construction Excise

Tax (CET). Since the CET has been repealed, this loss of
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anticipated revenue must be added to the capital gap, with a
total estimated funding gap of approximately $126 million. Staff
thus estimated the Applicant’s share of this infrastructure to be
approximately 10 percent, or $12.5 million, with no County or
State input. The Planning Board concluded that the Stringtown
Road improvement, which will be the responsibility of the
applicant, represents the current best estimate of the Town
Center’s share of the Master Plan road infrastructure (as more
particularly identified in revised traffic staff memo of

09/26/95.)

Staff noted that if the Council adopts an impact tax or
other alternative road infrastructure funding mechanism, then the
Applicant’s contribution (in the form of improvements to
Stringtown Road) will be assessed and, if found lacking, will be
augmented by additional tax reguirements. The Board determined
that the infrastructure schemes proposed by the Master Plan are
legislative in nature, will be implemented by the Council, and
may or may not grandfather development. predating any such
legislation. The Board concluded that to anticipate the
Council‘’s actions would be presumptive, and premature.

MCDOT has requested that the hiker/biker trail shown in the
Clarksburg Master Plan along Stringtown Road (A-260) be
constructed along P-5 from Frederick Road (MD 355) to Piedmont
Road (A-305), in lieu of the Master Plan Rlignment. The de-
veloper has agreed to construct the hiker/biker trail along P-5.

Applicant also will be required to dedicate approximately 8
acres of land for a future school site, to be used in the interim
as public parkland. At the time the school is developed, if
ever, the parkland adjoining the school site will be jointly used
as school athletic facilities and public parkland under an
easement agreement between The Maryland-Naticonal Capital Park and
Planning Commission and Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS).
MCPS staff asked that the entire future school site {(10-12 acres)
be dedicated to MCPS at this time. Under normal circumstances
this would be the usual procedure. In this instance, however,
staff recommended and the Board agreed that within the Clarksburg
Town Center, a planned park/school site provides a more efficient
use of land than separate facilities. 1In addition, if the land
ultimately is not needed as a school site, then the land should
be retained as public parkland. The Board determined that this
joint use, with the recreational facilities remaining under The
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission ownership,
would afford the most efficient public use of the land.

Therefore, with all of the evidence heard and all testimony
taken, The Planning Board, approved the plan, including (1)
waiver of the distance between intersections requirements as
contained in Section 50-26 of the Subdivision Regulations and (2)
approval of closed street sections subject to MCDOT approval.
The approval is subject to the following conditions:
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Agreement with Planning Board to limit development to a
maximum of 1300 dwelling units, 150,000 square feet of
retail uses and 100,000 square feet of commercial office
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uses, subject to the following requirements:

(a) Agreement with the Planning Board to provide the
necessary roadway improvements as identified in the
phasing section of the’revised Transportation
Planning Division Memorandum dated 09/26/95.

{(b) The recordation of the subdivision plats for the

" Clarksburg Town Center project 'shall be phased over a
nine year period. Plats may be recorded in three
separate phases with each phase being completed within
a thirty-six month period. Applicant to record plats
for at least 200 residential units during Phase 1.
Applicant must submit a plat recordation schedule for
Phases 2 and 3 for Planning Board approval as part of
the Phase 1 site plan review.

Compliance with Environmental Planning Division approval
regarding the requirements of the forest conservation
legislation. Applicant must meet all conditions prior to
recording of plat or MCDEP issuance of sediment and erosion

control permit, as appropriate.

The commercial area’s stormwater management forebay, sand
filter #6 and associated grading that cannot be forested
must be located cutside of the required stream buffer. The
SWM facilities should be designed to promote aesthetics and
effectiveness.

Agricultural areas within the environmental buffer will be
taken out of production and stabilized with a suitable grass
cover no later than Spring, 1596.

Dedication of the following roads as shown on plan must be
provided as follows: :

(a) Clarksburg Road (MD RT.1.21) for ultimate 80’ right-of-
way .

(b) Piedmont Road {Master Plan A-305) for ultimate 80’
right-of-way.

(c) Stringtown Road (Master Plan A-260) for ultimate 120’
right-of-way.

Dedication of the proposed park/school, as shown on the
Applicant’s revised preliminary plan drawing, is to be made
to M-NCPPC. In order to facilitate the implementation of
the combined park/school facilities, the following

e = P R

Provisions apply:
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{(a) M-NCPPC and the Applicant will enter into an agreement
specifying that an exchange of land, identified as
areas "Bl" and "B2" on the park/school concept drawing
set out on Circle Page 49 of the staff report, will
occur prior to the execution of the Site Plan
Enforcement Agreement.

(b) Dedication of the approximately 8 acre area, identified
as area “A” on the same park/school concept drawing
identified above, will occur either at the time of
recordation of the plats for the adjacent phase of the
project or at such time as funds for construction of
the future elementary school are added to the County
CIP, whichever occurs first.

{c) The Applicant will provide site grading, infield
preparation and seeding of the replacement athletic
fields on the approximately 8 acres of dedicated land
at a time which insures that there will be no
disruption in the continued use of the existing

athletic fields prior to completion of the replacement
athletic fields.

{i) In the event that dedication occurs when funds for
the proposed school are shown in the CIP,
Applicant will complete work on the replacement
fields prior to the construction of the proposed
school.

(ii) In the event that dedication occurs prior to
funding for the school being shown in the CIP,
then upon construction of Street “F”, as shown on
the revised preliminary plan, Applicant will
commence work on replacement of the baseball
field. 1In addition, if at site plan it is
determined that there is sufficient earth material
on site to construct both replacement fields, then
Applicant will also rough grade and seed the
replacement soccer field when construction of
Street “F” begins. Area tabulations for the
proposed park/school complexes to be submitted for
technical staff review at site plan. Final

arading plan for the -n:-r-lr/eﬂ'hon'l site to be
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submitted for technical staff approval as part of
the site plan application.

In accordance with Condition #6 above, Applicant to enter
into an agreement with the Planning Board to provide for
site grading, infield preparation and seeding of the
replacement athletic fields in accordance with Parks
Department specifications as shown on the preliminary plan
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Memorandum dated September 22, 1995. The construction of
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1l.

1z2.

15.

ie6.

the replacement athletic fields must occur as specified in
Condition #6.

Record plats to reflect delineation of conservation
easements over the areas of the 100 year floodplain, stream
valley buffer, wetland buffer and tree preservation and/or
reforestation and greenway dedications.

No clearing, grading, or reEording of plats prior to site
plan approval.

Access and improvements as required to be approved by MCDOT
and MDSHA.

Conditions of MCDEP stormwater management approval dated
07/28/95. .

SATVTANIT S e Bmam T A

Final number of MPDU's to be determine
dependent on condition #10 above.

nlan
pilan

Preliminary Plan 1-95042 is expressly tied to and
interdependent upon the continued validity of Project Plan
No. $-94004. Each term, condition, and requirement set
forth in the Preliminary Plan and Project Plan are
determined by the Planning Board to be essential components
of the approved plans and are, therefore, not automatically
geverable. Should any term, conditiom, or requirement
associated with the approved plans be invalidated, then the
entirety of the approved plan must be remanded to the
Planning Board for further consideration. At that time, the
Board shall determine if all applicable reguirements under
State and County law will be met in the absence of such
term, condition and requirement, and if some alternative,
lawful conditions or plan revisions related to the severed
term, condition, or requirement are then required. '

Other necessary easements.

The following phasing requirements are conditioned upon
issuance of building permits for the subject preliminary
plan: '

(a) The first 44 dwelling units without any off-site road
improvements.

(b) After the 44th building permit, the developer must
start reconstruction of the southbound right turm lane
along MD 355 at MD 121 to provide a "free flowing"
movement .

Page € of 7
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{(c} After the 400th building permit, the developer has two
options:

1) Construction of A-260 from MD 355 to the southern
access-road of the commercial site (commercial
access road between A-260 and P-5) and
construction of P-5 across the stream wvalley into
the residential area north of stream valley.

2) Construction of A-260 from MD 355 to the northern
access road of the residential development and
construction of a northbound right-turn lane along
MD 355 at A-260 should be included in this phase. .

(d) After the 800th building permit, the developer must
start construction of remaining section of A-260 to A-
305, and intersection improvements at MD 355 and MD 121
to construct eastbound & westbound left-turn lanes

along MD 121.

(e) Construction of A-305 from A-260 to MD 121 must begin
when the developer starts building any of the
residential units on blocks 11, 12, 13, and the
northern half of bleock 10.

This preliminary plan will remain valid until March 2§,

2005. (9 years and 1 month from the date of mailing which is

February 26, 1996). The recordation of plats shall occur in
accordance with the phasing identified in Condition 1(b) of
this opinion, and as further stipulated in the Planning
Board’'s approval of the phase 1 site plan review. Prior to
the expiration of the validity period for each phase, a
final record plat for all property delineated in a
particular phase 'must be recorded or a request for an
extension must bé filed. The first phase of the preliminary
plan must be recorded by March 26, 1999 or a request for an
extension must be filed. :

g:\opinions.\clarkbrg.op
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Project Plan No. 9-84004
CLARKSBURG TOWN CENTER

RMX-2 Zone '

1300 Residential Uniss, 150,000 Scuare Feet of Retail, and 100,000 Square Feet of Office
SE Quadrant Frederizk Road/String:own Road

Clarksburg

Date Mailed: June 12, 1995

Action: On May 11. 1995, motior: was made by Commissioner Aron, seconded by
Commissioner Holmss, with a vote of 3-1, Commissioners Aron, Holmes, and Hussmann
voting for the modos. Commissiocer Baptiste opposed to the motion, and Commissioner
Richardson absent.

On December 6, 19, the Clarksburg Town Center Venture (Piedmont Land Associates
L.P. and Clarksburg Land Associa=s L.P.) submitned a complete project plan application
seeking to develop p-rsuant to the cptonal method of development in the RMX-2 Zone. The
application includas z range of housing opportunities, retail shops, a grocery store,
restaurants, personal services, and oifices.

On April 6, April 2. and May 11. 1993, Project Plan #9-94004 was brought before the
Montgomery County Planning Boar< for a public hearing pursuant to Chapter 59 of the
Montgomery County Code. At the public hearings, the Montgomery County Planning Board
heard testimony and received evidezce submitted in the record on the application. Based on
the oral testimony, written evidence submimed for the record, and the staff report, the
following conditions and findings are hereby adopted.

In voting against the motion, Commissioner Baptiste was concerned about approving this
project plan before the water quality regulations, the sewer authorization, and the creation of
a development district to fund future roads were complete. The other Commissioners were
aware of these issues, but they determined that these issues were addressed at a concept level
for the project plan. The remaining. more specific issues could be addressed prior to
approval of the prelizinary plan.



CONDITIONS

The Planning Board approves Project Plan No. 9-94004 subject to the following conditions:

1.

Development Ceiling ..

The project plan for the Clarksburg Town Center is limited to 1300 dwelling units,
150,000 square feet of retail space, and 100,000 square feet of office space to be
constructed in three basic phases as shown in the project plan. The following is the
staging plan for traffic improvements:

a. Stage 1 - 950 Units
b. Stage 2 - 155 Units
c. Stage 3 - 195 Units
- 90,000 Square Feet of Retail
d. Stage 4 - 60,000 Square Feet of Retail
. - 75,000 Square Feet of Office
e. Stage 5 - 25,000 Square Feet of Office

The public building areas (i.e., elementary school, park buildings, and library) are not
included in the calculations.

Tranpsportation Improvements

The following road improvements, at each stage of development, are needed to
provide enough capacity to serve the proposed development:

a. Stage 1 - Reconstruction of the southbound right tum lane along MD 355 at
MD 121 to provide a “free flowing” movement.

b. Stage 2 - Construct an eastbound left turn lane along MD 121 at MD 355.,
- Construct a westbound left tumn lane along MD 121 at MD 353.

c. Stage 4 - Construct a northbound right tum lane along MD 355 at Stringtown

Road.
d. Stage 5 - Restripe eastbound Comus Road to provide exclusive left turn lane
at MD 355.

e. A-260 (Stringtown Road) must be dedicated to a right-of-way of 120 feet. At
the preliminary plan, if determined that the property is not part of a
participation agreement with MCDOT and other property owners, the safety
improvements described in paragraph 4., will be made to Stringtown Road.
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below unless determined as not appropriate at the preliminary plan. At such
time as the developer of the Gateway 270 Office Park commences construction
“of its rcquired improvements between 1-270 northbound off-ramp and the

am— mn T oy
entrance to Gateway 270 Office Park \.l.rauayuﬁﬂ'ﬁsﬂ Pla.ﬂf‘liﬂg Division

memorandum dated September 25, 1989, Paragraph 1.b. and 2.), the apphcant
shall participate in such improvements provided:

1. . Applicant has not completed its Stage 3 traffic improvements for the

project.

2. Gateway I-270 preliminary plan has not expired.

3. Applicant’s participation shall be limited to its pro rata share of traffic
through this link in relation to the traffic to be generated by Gateway
1-270 Office Park approvals plus any other approved development
projects that place traffic through this link.

Dedication and Construction of A-305 (Mid-County Highway)

A-305 (Mid-County Highway) must be dedicated to a right-of-way of 80 feet and
constructed as a two lane, open section arterial to replace Piedmont Road unless the

.scope of improvements are reduced at preliminary plan. “Along that portion of A-305

near Stringtown Road, the required dedication shall be 40 feet from the current center
line of Piedmont Road (along Hennigan, Purdum et al) which will alléw for
construction of A-305 to Stringtown Road at its current location. If the right-of-way
is not available at the time of record plat for that portion of the property along this
section, the applicant shall dedicate the full 80 feet along this portion of A-305.

- Construction will not be necessary until construction of smgle family det.ached units

within the existing right-of-way for Piedmont Road has started.

Ifa participation agreement is determined necessary at preliminary plan, but does not

occur before the necessary access points to the commercial area or part of the
residential area from A-260 are needed, then the following improvements to existing
St.nngtown Road must be completed to increase safety as required by MCDOT. For
safety purposes, the improvements at public streets A and H include 250-300 feet of
bypass travel lanes at each access point. The right-of-way for A-260 (Stringtown
Road) will be located outside of the Historic District with a transition to the center
line of the existing roadway north of the crossing of Little Seneca Creek.
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Environmental Improvements Before Approval of the Preliminary Plan

Submit for review before the Planning Board hearing on the preliminary plan the
following:

a. Concept plan for the proposed SWM facilities and roads near or in stream
buffer, and associated grading, with indication of where tree planting is
permitted.

b. A staging plan for SWM with the extent of each proposed phase of

development and the order in which they will be built. This shall be submitted
as part of the first site plan, and should cover the entire site. :

c. A preliminary forest conservation plan addressing priority for planting in the
Little Seneca watershed. As site plans for each portion of the site that abut
afforestation areas are submitted, detailed afforestation plans for that section
will be provided. Within each area of development, planting shall occur as
early as practicable given land development activity constraints in accordance
with logical staging concepts. Forestation requirements will be satisfied first
in Little Seneca basin on-site, then in the Little Bennett basin on-site, then in
stream buffer areas in Little Seneca off-site if the land is made available, and
if a good faith effort to arrange such land availability fails, then elsewhere on
the site.

d. Applicant shall meet all requirements for preliminary water quality plan
submission and approval, per Chapter 19, Article V - "Water Quality Review
in Special Protection Areas” (proposed monitoring plan may be submitted as
part of the review of the site plan). Location of units, roads, and other layout
concerns will be subject to the final water quality regulations.

Environmental Improvements

a, Minimize disturbance in the stream buffer except for road crossings,
unavoidable utilities, SWM locations adjoining the town center retail area and
greenway road, soft surface pathways, and memorial elements.

b. As part of the preliminary plan, provide an area within the applicant’s
stormwater management facilities for stormwater management for the school
site .



Park/School

The proposed layout of the park/school site is generally acceptable. At the
preliminary plan, the final concept plan and related terms and conditions will be
finalized- in coordination with the Parks Department and Montgomery County Public
Schools.

"Historic Preservation

Incorporate the following items into the project plan before review of the site plan for
this area:

a. Minimize the width of both the right-of-way and paving (50 feet of ROW and
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(Main Street) located within the Historic District.

b. Provide access easements, if applicable, to future public sewer at the
intersections of A-260 (Stringtown Road) and Redgrave Place (Main Street)
with MD 355 (Old Frederick Road).

C. Provide a small open space along the northern edge of the greenway next to
Redgrave Place (Main Street) with an interpretive memorial element for the
family of John Clark that incorporates the existing grave markers.

If the ROW is available, construct Main Street to MD 355 within the Historic
District prior to completion of Stage 3. At such time when the land is made

avajlable, share direct moving expenses only for relocating an existing house
within the Historic District, and if the applicant and property owner agree,
make available the identified outlot to be merged with a portion of the adjacent
parcel so as to create another lot.

Compatibility with Existing Church and Adjacent Residences Within the Historic
District

Increase the setback of the proposed public street located next to the church within the
Historic District to 30 feet and provide screening for the existing cemetery. Relocate
the tot lot away from the existing church, and maintain the area as open space to
provide a potential linkage to the church. The size of lots and setbacks of the
proposed development must match, approximately, the development standards in the

R-200 Zone for building setbacks and width of lots along the southeastern boundary
of the site within the Historic District. Revise the landscape plan to increase visibility
to the church. Provide an easement for a pedestrian connection to the church for the
proposed, adjacent street. '



10.

11.

12.

Revise the Layout of Streets
Incorporate the following items into the site plans for each stage of development:

a. Improvements to the Town Square - Increase the size of the Town Square by
utilizing a loop concept as shown on the revised drawing to reduce conflicts
with east/west traffic and to improve pedestrian access.

b. Relocate A-260 (Stringtown Road) in accordance with the revised alignment
diagram to reduce the impact on adjacent residences. Reduce the number of
access streets to A-260 from the area of the existing single family detached
units (5) on the north side of Stringtown Road to meet the design standards for
arterial roads. :

c. Eliminate the access to the proposed elementary school from MD 121 aﬁd
provide access from the Greenway Road. :

d. Revise the access to A-305 (Mid-County Highway) to allow a direct
connection from Burnt Hill Road to the Greenway Road, and improve the
access to the single family detached units by utilizing private drives adjacent to
A-305.

The present street system shown in the project plan requires waivers of existing
standards. The applicant and staff have met with MCDOT to discuss the waivers.
All wajvers must receive final approval from MCDOT before approval of the site
plan.

Staging of Amenities
All amenities shown within each stage of development must be completed within that
stage of development. The concept design for the greenway, the school/park, and

other large play fields, must be completed before approval of the first site plan.

Construction of the amenities within the greenway must be finalized before the
completion of Stage 3.

Landscaping
The following items must be incorporated into. the site plans:
a. Street trees, high quality street lights, sidewalk paving types, and street .

furniture as part of the design for the streetscape of roads, the Town Square,
and the neighborhood squares.



b. Increased landscaping in the commercial parking area.
c. Landscaping for the buffer areas adjacent to all arterial roads.

-d. Screening for the existing homes within the Historic District.

-

e. Landscaping for all stormwater management areas.
13.  Maintenance

Maintenance of the private recreation areas, stormwater management facilities,
applicable open spaces, and other amenities on private land must be maintained by an
appropriate homeowners association. Before approval of the first building permit,
submit a maintenance document that establishes an overall organization that
establishes responsibility for maintenance of these facilities.

14.  Additional Access to A-260 (Stringtown Road) and A-27 (Clarksburg Road)

Provide for an additional connection from Redgrave Place (Main Street) to the
boundary of the historic district to permit a future connection to A-260 (Stringtown
Road). Connect the private street that leads to the Town Square to A-27 (Clarksburg
Road) with approval from the Planning Board and MCDOT provided this private
street remains private,

As part of the review of the project plan, the Planning Board approved three waivers. The
first waiver allows the use of closed section streets (curb and gutter) in special protection
areas instead of open section streets. Closed section streets were approved because the high
density of the development and the mix of commercial and residential uses are not
appropriate for the use of open section streets. The project plan includes special stormwater
infiltration measures for the streets instead of the use of open section streets. The
Clarksburg Master Plan anticipated the use of closed section streets in the town center area.

The second waiver concems the use of on-street parking. Waivers to utilize some on-street
parking to reduce the requirement for off-street parking were approved subject to final
review by the Planning Board at the site plan hearings.

The Planning Board also approved a third waiver to reduce setbacks along the streets and
boundary lines as permitted in the Zoning Ordinance if designated in a master plan. These
reduced setbacks will allow buildings to be oriented to streets to encourage the use of
sidewalks and generally improve the pedestrian environment. The Clarksburg Master Plan
also anticipated the reduction in setbacks to foster the creation of a pedestrian orientéed town.



FINDINGS

1. Conforms with the Requirements and Intent of the RMX-2 Zone
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purposes and requirements of the RMX-2 Zone. A summary follows that compares the
deyelqpment standards shown with the development standards required in the RMX-2 Zone.

e
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DATA SUMMARY: CLARKSBURG TOWN CENTER

Iiems Rﬁqiiifed_ : ?fn;nqu
Lot Area NA 201.34 acres (RMX-2)
. NA 68.82 acres (RDT)
T 270.16 acres total

Minimum Green Area or Outside Amenity Area:
a. Within Commercial Area 15% (2.19 ac.) 28% (4.06 ac.)
b. Within Residential Area  50% (93.37 ac.) 53% (99.47 ac.)

c. Within RDT Area NA (25.72 Acres
Density of Development Shown in the Master Plan: :
a. Retail ' 150,000 sq.ft. 150,000 sq.ft. -
b.. Office 770,000 sq.ft. 100,000 sq.ft. -
c. Civic Use (not including  NA 24,000 sq.ft.

‘elementary school)
d. Residential 1380 du (5-7 du/ac) 1300 du (6.6 du/ac)
MPDU'’s 12.5% 12.5%
Maximum Gross Leasable 600,000 sq.ft. 250,000 sq.ft.
(Non-Residential) Floor Area (0.5 FAR) (0.39 FAR)
Setbacks:
a. From One-Family Zoning

- Commercial Bldgs. 100 ft. 300 ft. min

- Residential Bldgs. 50 ft. 50 ft. min.
b. From Any Street* . '

- Commercial Bldgs. NA 0 ft. min.

- Residential Bldgs.  NA 10 ft. min.
Building Height:
a. Commercial 4 stories 4 stories (50 ft.)
b. Residential 4 stories’ 4 stories (45 ft.)
Parking Spaces: . '
a. Off-street 2910 2910

b. On-street NA . . 596%*

Notes: * No minimum setback is required if in accordance with an approved master
plan. :
**  Off-street parking is necessary to provide street oriented buildings. A waiver
from the on-street parking requirements is needed within some of the
townhouse and multi-family areas.
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The setback of residential buildings next to the Clarksburg Historic District must be modified
to have a minimum setback of 50 feet.

2. Couforms to the Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area

The Planning Board finds that Project Plan #9-94004, as conditioned, is in
conformance with the Approved and Adopted Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown
' Specxal Study Area. The land use, circulation, and urban design ob}ectxves described
in the Master Plan have been met by the Clarksburg Town Center. The mix of
dwelling units conforms to the guidelines in the master plan as summarized in the
following chart: '

Master Plan Proposed
Unit Types Guidelines Density Range
a. Single family detached units 10-20% - 130-260 Units
b. Single family attached and
townhouses 30-50% 390-65Q Units
c. Multi-family units 25-45% 325-585 Units

3. Compatibility with the Neighborhood

The Planning Board finds that the project plan, as conditioned, will be compa'tiblé
with the existing and potential development in the general neighborhood because of its
location, size, intensity, staging, and operational characteristics.

4. Will Not Overburden Existing or Proposed Public Services

The Planning Board finds that the proposed development, subject to its compliance of
any requirements imposed by the preliminary plan will not overburden existing public
services nor those programmed for availability, concurrently with each stage of

- development. Since approval of the project plan does not determine authorization or
prevent other developments from proceeding, the Planning Board approves the project
plan with the understanding that final authorization is dependent on the finding that
Clarksburg Town Center will not preclude development of the Germantown Town
Center.

S. Is More Efficient and Desirable than the Standard Method of Development

The Planning Board finds that the proposed project, as conditioned, will be more
efficient and desirable than the standard method of development. This optional
method project consists of a mix of uses which are recommended in the Master Plan.
These uses are not permitted under the standard method of development.
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fosters the creation of a transit and pedestrian oriented town surrounded by open
space. The green way network of amenities provides a major open feature. The town

L Fat



square, and the neighborhood squares provide amenities within the entire
development. The streetscape system provides a comprehensive system in addition to
the minimum design standards. The recreational facilities provide small open play
areas for the local neighborhood and large fields for the entire planning area that
exceed the minimum standards. The orientation of buildings to streets and the layout
of blocks provide a pedestrian orientation for the town center.

Includes Moderately-Priced Dwelling Units

The application includes moderately-priced dwelling units.

11



Pamis N. Glendening

Govemor

David L. Winstead
Secretary

Maryland Department of Transporta -
, . . DEC
State Highway Administrati lﬂ
VULSWOLSU U TELY) parker £ wiiiams
Le=velopment Review Division Administrator -
December 8, 1997 S

Rr R

Mr. Marc Mezzanott Co RE: Montgomery County
M.K. Enterprise Incorporated MD 355 at MD 121
2900 Linden Lane Clarksburg Town Center
Suite 200 : File No. 8-98001

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 Miie Post 23.07

Dear Mr. Messanott:

Thank you for your sight distance profile plan for MD 355 at Stringtown Road, which we
received on November 12th.

We have completed our field investigation and review of the profile. The profile indicates
. the absolute minimum stopping sight distance of 325°,

When analysising a new intersection, our office typically uses intersection sight distance,
not stopping sight distance. Intersection sight distance for a passenger vehicle, assuming a 40
MPH design speed is 410’. Minimum intersection sight distance for single urit trucks and tractor
trailers is much higher ranging between 530°-710".

Since this intersection is master planned to be relocated MD 121 operating as a four

legged intersection, State Highway Administration (SHA) feels that we should achieve a desirable
sight distance as opposed to minimum sight distance.

Ry ranu nfthic lattar wa are ranniacting that tha n1ann;ﬁn haard canditinn the annlirant ff.\
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reduce the over vertical to provide desirable sight distance.

This office is well aware of the cost associated with this recommendation, however, safe
and efficient access is our main objective.

If you have any questions, please contact Greg Cooke at 410-545-5595.

Ronald Burns, Chief
Engineering Access Permits Division

GC/eu

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailina Address: P.O. Bax 717 « Baltimore. MD 21203-0717




Mr. Marc Mezzanott
Page Two
December 8, 1997

cc:  Mr. Joseph Davis’
- Mr. Wes Guckert
Mr. Majid Shakib
. Mr. Charlie Watkins
Mr. Ron Welke
Mr. Wynn Witthans
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DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES
Douglas M. Duncan Robert C. Hubbard
County Executive Director

January 15, 1998
Mr. Mark A. Mezzanotte, P.E. T
M/K Enterprises
2900 Linden Lane, Suite #200
Silver Spring, MD 20910

s
(1]

Stormwater Managemeni CONCEFT/Finai
Water Quality Pfan for Clarksburg Town
Center (Phase | parts A & B. Check below for
exact area limits.)

Preliminary Plan #: 1-95042

Site Plan #: 8-98001

Tract Size/Zone: 269.13 AC/RMX-2

Total Concept Area: 120 Ac

Tax Plate: EW ~

Parcel: 2

Liber/Folio: 6776/876, 8825/775

Montg. Co. Grid: 09-C, D, E-3, 4
Watershed: Litlle Seneca Creek

CLARKSBURG SPECIAL PROTECTION AREA

Dear Mr. Mezzanotte:

Based on a review of your submission, the FINAL WATER QUALITY PLAN (FQWP) including
the Stormwater Management Concept for the above mentioned project is conditionally approved.

Site Description: Clarksburg Town Center PHASE | is within the drainage basin to Litlle Seneca
Creek. The site is bordered on the north by Clarksburg Road, on the east by A-305 (Piedmont Road),
on the south by Stringtown Road, and on the west by the Clarksburg Historic District (Frederick Road).
Phase | is approximately one-half (120 acres) of the total project area approved by Preliminary Plan
and Preliminary Water Quality Plan.

Limits of Approval: This approval letter is for Phases | A and | B, which are both residential.
This approval also includes ROUGH GRADING ONLY for the 13 acre commercial area. These areas
are clearly defined in the Final Water Quality Plan (FWQP). The following roadway limits and sections
are also approved.

1. Clarksburg Road is approved as a three lane closed section roadway trom the high
point al proposed station 9+20 to station 19+70.

Clarksburg Road/Frederick Road {MD-355) intersection is approved for construction of
a 400 feet right-tumn lane, with 150 foot taper back to existing road edge.

N

NOTE: Because some of the required work is compiete, the actual new impervious
area is limited to 3700 square feet. However, water quality and quantity must be

- provided in Phase Il of the project, when the remainder of the intersection is up-graded
according 40 MDSHA requirements.



Mark A. Mezzanotie
January 15, 1998

Page 3

10.

11.

#

In accordance with the submitted Dam Breach, the Pond #2 embankment {with
culverts) must be constructed, without the control riser, until the Stringtown Road
stream crossing is up-graded.
Pond #2 must be complete and functioning PRIOR TO the issuance of the building
permit for the 200th DWELLING UNIT located on the west side of the site. A site pian
showing the exact units to be built with a letter detailing the legal description of each
unit, must be submitted with the original Sediment Control Plan.

Provide pre-treatment for sand filters #8 and #15.
NOTE: This must be a grit catching device placed outside of the right-of-way.

All sediment traps and basins, which are to be converted to water quality structures,
will be converted immediately following the stabilization of their drainage area.

Please note that this approval does not pertain to any roadway improvements identified as
being a part of Phase I, including the following:

1.

2.

Stringtown Road from station 15+21 to station 33+50.

Clarksburg Road From station 0+00 (Frederick Road) to 9+20 and from station 19+70
to the intersection with A-305 (Piedmont Road).

The entire length ot A-305 (Piedmont Road) From Stringtown Road to Clarksburg
Road.

NOTE: Aithough A-305 (Piedmont Road) from station 0+00 at the (A-260) Stringtown
Road intersection to station 22+00, appears to have adequate stormwater management
provided in Phase | structures; this road is excluded from this approval due to
unresolved roadway design and construction issues.

Also, for your information, prior to Phase Hl approval the bankiull flow event at MCDEP's stream
cross-section downstream of Stringtown Road, must be verified as being unchanged from the existing
candition to the developed condition. Should MCDPS or MCDEP determine that there is an increase or
decrease in the bankfull storm volume, velocity, frequency, or duration, the Phase Il Final Water Quality
Plan must be adjusted to comect that change.

Any divergence from the information provided to this office; or additional information received
during the development process; or a change in an applicable Executive Regulation may constitute
grounds to reevaluate the site for additional or amended stormwater management requirements. I
there are subsequent additions or modifications to the development, a separate concept request shall

be required.

if you have any questions regarding these actions, please feel free to contact Richard Gee of
my staff at (301)217-6312. '

Cocdiond £ e

Richawd R. Brush, Section Manager
Water Resources Section
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_ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS :
Douglas M. Duncan AND TRANSPORTATION Graham J. Norton

County Executive . Dfrector
) January 14, 1998

Mr. Richard C. Hawthorne, Chief

Transportation Planning Division

The Maryland-National Capital

Park & Planning Commission

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

RE:  Site Plan No. 8-98001
Clarksburg Town Center, Phase I'

b

We are writing in response to your letters of November 18, 1997 and December 23, 1997
requesting approvals of certain non-standard design clements proposed under this site plan. In particular,
we want to address policy issues related to the typical sections for the internal and extemnal roads
proposed on the pending plan. Under separate cover, Ms, Sarah Navid of the Department of Permitting
Scrvices will be providing site plan-specific comments regarding issues such as access improvements, .
traffic calming, and intersection geometrics. We recommend approval of the site plan subject to the
following comments:

1  General Commments Regarding the Proposed Roadway Typical Sections:

We are optimistic about the rare opportunity afforded by this project to implement new design

concepts on a trial basis. These ideas include waffic calming measures, onc-way streets,

parallelloop roadways, pedestrian-friendly roadway cross-sections, reduced radii curb returns at
selected imtersections, controlled an-street parking, and provisions to control cut-through traffic.

The intensity and variety of development proposed under the Town Center project also

necessitates the need to provide adequate and safe space for all modes of transportation:

vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian.

Since this site is located within a designated Special Protection Arca, we also believe it is
important that efforts must be taken to reduce impervious surface area within the public and
private sections of this development. While we have strived to minimize the extent of closed
sections on the external roads, it is important to realize that these improvements will be
necessary at most, if not zli, intersections associated with this development. ‘We believe the
approvals described in the following paragraphs reflect 3 reasonable balance between the often-
competing goals of ransportation, land use planning, environmental, maintenance, and
developer interests.

Il [ptexnal Sucet Typical Sections

We hereby approve the July, 1997 proposed typical sections for the interior public streets.

Office of Project Development

101 Monroc Suver * Rockville, Maryland 20850 = 301217-2145, TDD 30472 17-2601, EAX 301/217-2118
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M. Richard C. Hawthome
Site Plan No. 8-93001
January 14, 1998

page two '
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Internal Street Tvpical Sections (cont)

Tt should be noted that there are locations within the pending plan where additional right of way -

and/or easements may be necessary to provide space for public amenities, guardrail, etc. Prior to
approval of the record plats by the Department of Permitting Services, the applicant will need to
determine the requisite areas and grant those easements on the appropriate plats.

Clarksburg Road(A-27) between MD 355 and the Greenway Road:

The uitimate right-of-way within this section should be the master plan width of eighty (30) feet.
We believe the roadway should be reconstructed as a closed section facility as shown on the
enclosed red-line drawing (Enclosure No. 1) The thirty eight (38) feet wide pavement section
will provide a ten (10) foot wide lane for continuous left tums and one fourteen (14) foot wide
travel lane in each direction. In order to preserve the hedgerow which exists along the northemn
perimeter of this site, the roadway pavement should be located asymmetrically within the right
of way between the western property line and proposed Street “M,” transitioning back to 2
symmetrical section between Street “M™ and Street “K” {the “Greenway” Road). As agreed
during our January 9, 1998 inter-agency meeting, we will allow the planting strips and the Class
I bikepath to be reduced to six (6) feet wide. The Class I bikepath should be located along the
Town Center site frontage in a manner to minimize encroachment on the hedgerow.

This roadway should be constructed as a two-lane open section roadway within an eighty (80)
foot wide right of way as shown on the enclosed red-lined typical section (Enclosure No. 2). In
order to accommodate the master plarmed Class I bikepath along the Town Center site frontage,
the applicant will need to modify the standard typical section to provide an eight (8) foot wide
Public Improvements Easement and an overlapping eighteen (18) foot wide Public Utilities
Easement. The Class I bikepath and street trees along this roadway are to be located behind the
side ditch. As agreed during our staff discussions, a sidewalk will not be required along the east
side of this roadway. :

At the intersection with Stringtown Road, the right of way may need to be expanded to provide 2
median (o match the master planned divided section on this roadway south of that intersection.)
This detail should be determined pricr to the record plat stage.

Stringtown Road (A-260)

This roadway should be constructed within the master planned one hundred twenty (120) foot
wide right of way. An additional Public Improvements Easement will be necessary wherever
public amenities fall outside of the public right of way. This cascment will need to extend two
(2) feet beyond that amenity with an overlapping Public Utilities Easement extended an
additional ten (10) fest.

P.3
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Mr. Richard C. Hawthorne
Site Plan No. 8-98001

January 14, 1998
page three
V.  Stringtown Road (A-260) {(cont.)

VIIL

Between Frederick Road (MD 355) and Street “K,” the right of way may be reduced to one
hundred (105) feet and the roadway constructed entirely closed section in an effort to minimize
the impact on the nearby historic district. As noted on the enclosed drawing (Enclosure No. 3),
the pavement shall be twenty six (26) feet wide with a twenty (20) foot wide median.

Due to ongoing issues concerning the strmmlcmssing, the section between Street “K”and Street
“C" has not yet been determined. This detail will be finalized during Phase II of this project.

As reflected on the attached drawing (Enclosure No. 4), Stringtown Road shall be a hybrid
design (closed section median with an open section design on the outside) between Street "C”
and Mid-County Arterial (A-305). The median width will be twenty (20) feet. The pavement
width will be twenty four (24) feet with a four (4) foot wide paved shoulder. Street trees and the
master planned Class 1 bikepath will be located behind the side ditch.

uced Radius Curb R

‘We have approved your September 17, 1997 request to permit fifteen (15) foot radius curb
returns at specific intersections on the interior streets of the Town Ccnter. The approved
locations will need to be such that vehicular operations are not unduly compromised by the
reduced radius.  The approved intersections have been identified during the site plan discussions
between Ms. Navid and Mr. Ronald Welke and Ms. Wynn Witthans of the M-NCPPC.

[raffic Calming Measures

We support the incorporation of waffic calining measures on the interior streets of the Town
Center. The type of traffic calming measures proposed for use within the Town Center include
pavement neck-downs, raised crosswalks, and a raised intersection. Although these proposals
are unusual for inclusion in a new development, they have all been implemented on existing
County streets in retrofit situations. The specific locations and type of measures employed have
been discussed in meetings between Ms. Navid, Mr. Welke, and Ms. Witthans.

Special Streetscaping

Brick paved sidewalks and thirty (30) foot tree spacings are hereby approved, subject to the
developer creating and funding an “umbrella” organization responsible for the maintenance and
liability of these amenities. Prior to approval of the record plats by the Department of
Permitting Services, the developer will need to execute and record a Declaration of Covenants
for the maintenance and liability of these improvements. This private organization shall remain
responsible for these improvements until such time as an Urban District is established for the
Town Center by County Council action.
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January 14, 1998
page four

It should be noted that we are approving ihwé'mmmls on a trial basis. We reserve the right to
make appropriate modifications to these typical sections during Phase II of this site plan, based on'our
experiences with these designs during Phase .~

Thank you for your cooperation and assistance on this matter. If you have any questions or
comments regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Gregory Leck at (301) 217-2145:

Sincerely, 4
\ sy

- Director
Office of Project Development
docs10\misc\cburgte jic
Nopdgmidocs\cburgte jje
Enclosures (4)

ce: Marc Mezzanotte; Montgomery/Kontgias Enterprises, Inc.
Steven M. Klebanoff;, Clarksburg Limited Partnership
Steven Z. Kaufman; Linowes and Blocher, L.L.P.
Charles R Loehr; M-NCPPC Development Revie'w

1Y TATiael e A RICDE™ Thaera
¥y yiun vy mua.ua, 1“[-11\.'1':\.' WVCIUPH.ICI“ I\CVIUW

Ronald C. Welke; M-NCPPC Transportation Planming
Catherine Conlon; M-NCPPC Environmental Planning
Gwen Wright; M-NCPPC Historic Preservation
Joseph R. Davis; M-NCFPC Development Review
Stan Wong; MCDPS Subdivision Development

Sarah R. Navid; MCDPS Subdivision Development
Richard R. Brush; MCDPS Water Resources

Richard L. Gee; MCDPS Water Resources

Greg Cooke; MSHA Engineering Access Fermiis
Johm W. Thompson; MCDPW&T Highway Services
Scott Wainwright; MCDOPW&T Traffic & Parking Services
Gail M. Tait-Nouri; MCDPW&T Project Development
Gregory M. Leck MCDPW&T Project Development
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Jan-15-98 12:09P

Douglas M. Duncan Rober C. Hubbard
County Executive . S Director

Wynn Witthans

Development Review Division

Maryland National Capital Park
& Planning Commission

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

RE: Site Plan #8-98001
Clarksburg Town Center - Phase |

Dear Wynn:

These comments on the Clarksburg Town Center site plan supercede my memo to you of
September 8, 1997 and should be considered in complement with the comments from the

January 14, 1998 to Mr. Richard Hawthome.

Clarksburg Road

The applicant will be responsible for constructing public improvements per the DPW&T
approved cross section within one half {40 feet) of the 80 foot right of way adjacent to the Town
Center property (Sta, 9+20 to Sta. 19+70). Clarksburg Road will transition from an asymmetrical
alignment back to a symmetrical alignment from Street L to Street K (the Greenway Road). The
8 foot bike path crosses to the north side of Clarksburg Road at the Greenway Road. Therefore,
a 5 foot sidewalk will be provided adjacent to the Town Center from the southeast corner of the
Greenway Road to Sta. 19+70. No additional auxiliary lanes will be required. Note: A 150 foot
long southbound feft turn.storage lane at the Greenway Road must be under permit and
bond before approval of Phase II building permits (e.g. the entire 33 foot roadway section
must be completed).

The channelizing islands on the Greenway Road and on L Street at Clarksburg Road as
shown in the July 1997 plans must be constructed as part of Phase I. We will work with you and
the applicant during the storm drain and paving design/permit process to maintain the integrity of
the hedgerow south of L Street on Clarksburg Road.

250 Hungerford Drive, Sevond Floor * Rockville, Muryland 20850
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Page 2 - Wynn Witthans - Clarksburg Town Center - Phase [

Stringtown Road

The applicant will be responsible for constructing public improvements per the DPW&T
approved cross sections within one half (52.5 feet) of the 105 foot right of way between MD 355
and the Greenway Road and within one half (60 feet) of the 120 foot right of way between
Sta. 33 +50 to the Mid-County Arterial (A-305), including the bike path, which will need to be
partiaily located outside the right of way in a Public Improvements Easement. These
improvemeants will include the median curb and gutter. No additional auxiliary lanes will be
required in either section.

The median island on Street C at Stringtown Road as shown in the July 1997 plans will be
required, however, the right turn channelization on Street H will not be required under
Phase I.

Note: A detailed plan addressing the need for 2 turn-around provision and
driveway access to all the existing properties along the portion of Stringtown Road to be
"cut off" will be necessary under Phase II. This "old" portion of Stringtown Road will
probably be retained as a public street, Its intersection with Street D should be shifted
northward to create a " T" intersection with the Street D loop.

Mid-County Arterial

No improvements to Mid-County Arterial will be required under Phase I. Main Street will
not be connected to existing Piedmont Road under Phase I. However, prior to approval of the
record plats, the applicant must prepare a concept plan showing how the DPW&T approved cross
section and public amenities will be accommodated within the right of way and any neccessary
Public Improvement Easement. We will also need to see a concept plan showing how a median at
the intersection with Stringtown Road will be accommodated and its relationship to the median on
the south side of the intersection of future Mid-County Highway.

Internal Streets

Traffic Calming: In order to promote a safe pedestrian environment and maintain slower
traffic speeds within the Town Center, we will require a series of traffic calming measures. These
include neckdowns around the Town Square area (no median islands) and raised pedestrian

4 A il #eneane: Dand a - and a H
crossings with neckdowns on the Greenway Road at Street O and at the future main entrancs to

the shopping center, on Street O behind the Church, and on Street C at the pedestrian path
crossing. Additionally, the intersection of the Greenway Road and Main Street will be raised to
emphasize this intersection as a pedestrian hub, We will work with you and the applicant during
the storm drain and paving design/permit process to "fine-tune" the design of these traffic calming
features.
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Page 3 - Wynn Witthans - Clarksburg Town Center - Phase I

Radius Curb Returns/Elirhination of Right of Way Truncatiog.s: We have endorsed the use

of 15 foot curb retum radii and the elimination of cight of way truncations at the majority of
intersections within the Town Center as shown in:the July 1997 plans. There may be slight
adjustments to some curb retumns to accommodate the traffic calming features as these are
worked out in final detail.

Main Street Greenway Crossing: We do not support a waiver of the vertical sag,
requirement at the Greenway Crossing. The Primary roadway standard must be maintained.

Special Pavement Treatment: We do not support the use of special pavement treatments
either in the form of brick or other pavers or pavement coloring/texturing on the public streets.
At this time, DPW&T does not have the resources to maintain such treatments and we do not
believe it is appropriate to require private organizations to conduct maintenance within the street
itself.

- Truck Access - Shopping Center: Truck loading details and a circulation plan which
separates truck access from the residential uses and accommodates the appropriate sized
vehicles will be required when the shopping center is under site plan review.

Traffic Signal Conduit

Traffic signal conduit will be required along Clarksburg Road, Stringtown Road and Mid-
County Arterial (future). The applicant will be responsible for installing this conduit as part of the
public improvements in the right of way for those portions of roadway to be constructed under
Phase I now (and Phase I in the future). We envision that the following intersections will be

ultimately signalized:

MD 355 and Stringtown Road

MD 355 and Clarksburg Road {currently signalized)

Stringtown Road and the Greenway Road

Stringtown Road and Mid-County Highway/Mid-County Arterial
Clarksburg Road and the Greenway Road ’
Clarksburg Road and Mid-County Arterial

The applicant must contact the Division of Traffic and Parking Services for design, location and
other specification details for the roadway and intersection conduit needed along and across those
portions of roadway to be constructed under Phase L.



. Jan-15-98 12:11p P.OS

Page 4 - Wynn Witthans - Clarksburg Town Center - Phase 1

I look forward to working further with you, the applicant and the "Development Review
Team" as this project progresses. Please cali me (301-217-2088) if you have any questions or
need clarification of our comments.

-~

Sincerely,

Lok R an

X AL
Sarah R. Navid, Traffic Engineer
Division of Land Development Services
Department of Permitting Services

sm\clarks2. wp

cc.  Steven M, Klebanoff - Clarksburg Limited Partnership
Marc Mezzanotte - MK Enterprises
Steven Z. Kaufman - Linowes & Blocher
Stan Wong - MCDPS - Land Development Services
Richard Gee - MCDPS ~ Water Resources
Scott Wainwright - MCDPW&T Traffic & Parking Services
John Thompson - MCDPW&T Highway Services
Greg Leck - MCDPW&T Office of Project Development



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

January 14, 1998

MEMORANDUM

TO: Wynn Witthans, Planner
Development Review Divisi

VIA: Ronald C. Welke, Coordigdto
Transportation Planmng

FROM: Ki H. Kim, Planner KH’K.
Transportation Pl

SUBJECT: Clarksburg Town Center 1A-1B Site Plan 8-98001

This memorandum represents Transportation Planning staff's review of the subject site plan.
This site plan consists of 768 residential units: 75 single-family detached, 295 townhouses, and 398
multi-family units. This is the first Town Center development to be considered for site plan approval
by the Planning Board and includes some new concepts in neo-traditional neighborhood traffic
planning; e.g., smaller curb radii, counting on-street parking to partially meet code requirements, and
traffic calming measures to enhance pedestrian safety and control vehicle speeds.

Recommendations

Based on our review of the transportation-related conditions required for approvals of the
project plan and preliminary plan of the Clarksburg Town Center, and in accordance with the
requirements of the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA), the County Department of
Public Works and Transportation (DPWT), and the County Department of Permitting Services
(DPS), staff recommends the following roadway improvements as conditions of approval for the
proposed site plan:

The following three roadway improvements are required as conditions of approval to satisfy
the previously assessed APFO review and the phasing requirements:

P—



1. Reconstruction of the southbound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 355) at
Clarksburg Road (A-27) to provide a “free flowing” movement after the 44th building
permit.

2. Construction of the northern half of Stringtown Road (A-260) from Frederick Road
(MD 355) to Greenway Road ( the southern access road of the commercial site),
construction of Greenway Road between A-260 and Main Street {P-5), and construction
of P-5 across the stream valley into the resxdentlal area north of the stream valley after
the 400th building permit.

3. Construction of a northbound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 333) at
Stringtown Road (A-260) after the 400th building permit. As a part of this construction,
the applicant must participate in a roadway improvement project to reduce the over
vertical curve that currently Iimits sight distance on northbound Frederick Road
(MD 355) approaching Stringtown Road so as to provide sight distance acceptable to the
Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA).

The following four roadway improvements are recommended as conditions of approval to
address transportation issues associated with the subject site plan.

4. Construction of Greenway Road between Main Street (P-5) and Clarksburg Road (A-27)
* to provide site access.

5. Reconstruction of the southern half of Clarksburg Road (A-27) between Frederick Road
(MD 355) and Greenway Road in accordance with the description as provided in this
memorandum for site access.

6. Reconstruction of Stringtown Road (A-260) to provide deceleration lanes per
DPWT/DPS requirements at all intersecting roadways, consistent with the ultimate
location of Stringtown Road (A-260) between Greenway Road and Midcounty Arterial
(A-305) for site access.

7. Provision of traffic calming measures; e.g., 15-foot curb radii, intersection chokers,
raised crosswalks, within the internal streets in accordance with DPWT and DPS design
requirements.

Discussion of Transportation Review
Descriptions of Roadways

The applicant must construct the roadways in accordance with the following descriptions of
each roadway:

1. Clarksburg Road (A-27) shall be a three-lane, 38-foot wide closed section roadway with

a six-foot Class I bikepath on the south side and a sidewalk on the north side, offset
within an 80-foot right-of-way between Frederick Road (MD 355) and Street “M”,

2



trapsitioning to a symmetrical section between Street “M” and Greenway Road so as to
preserve an existing hedgerow. Clarksburg Road shall taper to a 32-foot-wide, open
section roadway with four-foot shoulders within an 80-foot right-of-way between
Greenway Road and Midcounty Arterial (A-303).

2. Stringtown Road (A-260) between Frederick Road (MDD 355) and Greenway Road shall
be a four-lane divided closed section roadway with two"26-foot travel ways, a 20-foot
median, a Class I bikepath on the north side, and a sidewalk on the south side within a
110-foot right-of-way. The reduced right-of-way of 110 feet is in recognition of the
Planning Board’s Project Plan requirement to locate the right-of-way for Stringtown
Road outside of the Clarksburg Historic District and the staff agreement to locate the
northern edge of the right-of-way a minimum of 20 feet from the edge of the existing
historic house. Stringtown Road shall be a four-lane divided hybrid section roadway with
two 24-foot travel lanes, four-foot paved shoulders, a 20-foot median with eurb and
gutter, a Class I bike path on the north side and a sidewalk on the south side within a
120-foot right-of-way between Greenway Road and Midcounty Arterial.

3. Midcounty Arterial (A-305) shall be a two-lane, 32-foot open section roadway with four-
foot shoulders and a Class I bikepath on the west side within an 80-foot right-of-way
between Clarksburg Road (A-27)and Stringtown Road.

4. Greenway Road shall be a two-lane closed section roadway with a Class I bikeway on
the east side, and a sidewalk on the west side; 28 feet wide with parking on the east side
between Stringtown Road (A-260) and Main Street (P-5), and 36 feet wide with parking
on both sides between Main Street (P-5) and Clarksburg Road (A-27).

Discussion on Maryland State Highway Administration’s Concern

In order to provide a desirable sight distance on Frederick Road (MD 355) at Stringtown
Road (A-260), the Maryland State Highway Administration recommended reduction of the over
vertical curve along northbound Frederick Road (MD 355) in connection with the subject site plan.
Since the applicant is required to provide a northbound right-turn lane at this intersection, staff
considers that these two improvements should be coordinated. The improvement to reduce the
vertical curve should be available as a participation project at the time of the 400th building permit.

Accommodation of On-Street Bicycles

DPWT has expressed a desire to make all roadways in Montgomery County “bicycle
friendly;” i.e., that on-street bicycle activity is both available and safe for cyclists who choose to ride
in the roadway. DPWT cites the Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning/Design Guidelines for Maryland's
Transportation Projects published by the Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway
Administration. This issue was raised after the Development Review Committee had reviewed the
site plan, but the concept is not consistent with our Master Plan of Bikeways that is to be presented
to the Planning Board soon. The idea also is contrary to the Special Protection Area (SPA) status of
the Clarksburg Town Center that requires that impervious surfaces be kept to a minimum to preserve
the quality of streams in the area.



e

Given the arterial status of Stringtown Road (A-260), staff has agreed with DPWT that on-
street bicycles should be accommodated in addition to the master-planned Class I off-street bikeway.

Clarksburg Road (A-27), although classified as an arterial is expected to function more as
a collector street. We have reached a comprormise solution between staffs to provide a wider roadway
(38 feet vs, 36 feet) to accommodate on-street bicycles, but to provide a narrower off-street bikepath
(6 feet vs. 8 feet) so as to maintain the same amount of pavement.

Staff of our two agencies have reached agreement regarding the ultimate cross section for

Midcounty Arterial {A-305 }: a two-lane cross section (32 feet) that includes two 12-foot travel lanes
-and four-foot paved shoulders.

Roadway Improvements as Conditions of Approval for Project Plan, Preiiminary Plan, and
Phasing Requirements

The following roadway improvements were those required in the Project Plan of the
Clarksburg Town Center: ‘

1. Reconstruction of the southbound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 355) at
Clarksburg Road (A-27) to provide a “free flowing” movement.

2. Construction of eastbound and westbound left-turn lanes aldng Clarksburg Road (A-27)
at Frederick Road (MD 355).

3. Construction of a northbound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 355} at
Stringtown Road (A-260).

4. Restriping eastbound Comus Road to provide an exclusive left-turn lane at Frederick
Road (MD 355).

5. Providing safety improvements along Stringtown Road (A-260) per conditions of Project
Plan Approval.

6. Participation in the Gateway 1-270 Office Park road improvements - widening Clarks-
burg Road (A-27) to four lanes between 1-270 northbound off-ramp and the entrance to
the Gateway 1-270 Office Park . '

These were modified at Preliminary Plan to include the following APFO requirements. The
following phasing requirements are conditioned upon issuance of building permits for the prelimi-

nary plan:
1. The first 44 dwelling units without any off-site improvements.
2. After the 44th building permit, the developer must start reconstruction of the south-

bound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 355) at Clarksburg Road (A-27) to
provide a “free flowing” movement.



3. After the 400th building permit, the developer has two options:

a) Construction of Stringtown Road (A-260) from Frederick Road (MD 355) to the
southern access road of the commercial site (commercial access road between A-260
and Main Street (P-5) and construction of P-5 across the stream valley into the
residential area north of stream valley, or

b) Construction of Stringtown Road (A-260) from Frederick Road (MD 355) to the
northern access road of the residential development.

Construction of a northbound right-turn lane along Frederick Road (MD 355) at
Stringtown Road (A-260) should be included in this phase with either option.

4. After the 800th building permit, the developer must start construction of the remaining
section of Stringtown Road (A-260) to Midcounty Arterial (A-305), and intersection
improvements at Frederick Road (MD 355) and Clarksburg Road (A-27) (MD 121) to
construct eastbound and westbound left-turn lanes along Clarksburg Road (A-27).

5. Construction of Midcounty Arterial (A-305) from Stringtown Road (A-260) to Clarks-
burg Road (A-27) must begin when the developer starts building any of the residential
units on Blocks 11, 12, 13, and the northern half of block 10, as numbered per Prelimi-
nary Plan approval. '

The roadway improvements recommended as conditions for approval of the subject site plan
are developed to meet the project plan and the preliminary plan requirements and to address
additional transportation issues which DPWT, SHA and staff consider are necessary to provide a safe
and efficient roadway system for the subject site plan,

KHK:kew
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December 31, 1897

Mr. William H. Hussmann, Chairman
Montgomery County Planning Board
Montgomery Regional Offi ice.

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Mr. Hussmam%
/ Re: Clarksburg Town Center

Site Plan # 8-38001

This regards the referenced site plan located within the Clarksburg Town Center of the
approved and adopted Clarksburg Master Plan. | understand that this pian is to be
reviewed by the Montgomery County Planning Board on January 22, 1998.

You will recall that | wrote to you in September 1995 when the MCPB considered the
preliminary plan of subdivision for this property. At that time, | explained that MCPS was
pleased that a creative solution had been found for the park/schoal site configuration. We
supported the recommendation that playfields for use of the elementary school would be
located on parkland, maintained by park staff, and most importantly, that these playfields
would be available for exclusive school use during normal school hours or for school-
sponsored functions.

We appreciate the additional information provided by the applicant, which MCPS needs to
satisfy concerns about the constructability of the site for an elementary school. Soil borings
and geotechnical analysis were provided at two locations on the land to be dedicated. It
appears that the applicant intends to raise the elevation of that portion of the site proposed
for locating the building element by depositing approximately 15 to 20 feet of fill in some
locations. Prior to dedication, MCPS proposes that the applicant conduct a testing
program, the final report signed and sealed by a registered professional engineer,
authenticating the adequacy of deposited soils to support typical building foundation loads.

MCPS continues to prefer that the land dedication be made directly to the Board of
Education. | am again requesting that this 8-acre parcel be deeded direclly to the Board of
Education by the developer following the usual procedures for subdivision approval and
recordation of a plat for the site. This land is being provided solely for school purposes and
as such should be titled to the Board of Education. At such time as the Board of
Education’s Capital Improvements Program is funded for a school to be constructed here,
Parks Division can exchange this 8-acre parcel for another 8-acre parcel within the site as
shown on the enclosed exhibtt.



Mr. William H. Hussmann -2- December 31, 1997 -

M-NCPPC has agreed to apply to the Board of Public Werks for permission to exchange
the new dedication for the area needed for the school building, parking, bus drop-off,
basketball court and playground following site plan approval. However, there is some risk
that the Board of Public Works may not approve such a conveyance, since MCPS would
not have title to land to effect a land exchange. If the land is dedicated directly to MCPS,
the dedicated land can be provided to M-NCPPC for interim use through a lease at nominal
cost as we have done at many other future school sites.

You also should know that the State of Maryland’s Public School Construction Program will
reimburse the Board of Education only for costs incurred in connection with on-site school
development. In other words, the land must be titled to the Board of Education to be
eligible for state reimbursement. If the Board of Education were to develop playfields on M-
NCPPC property for joint usage, the State of Maryland would declare those off-site
development costs to be ineligible for reimbursement. | suggest that the land designated
as playfields for the new school be deeded to the Board of Education as part of the land
exchange contemplated. This would not preclude the Board of Education from striking an
arrangement to provide for joint usage and maintenance responsibility after the
development-has occurred. If you wish, we can agree to reconvey the fields to M-NCFPFC
after development is complete and the funding reimbursement has been received from the
state.

Sincerely,

William M. Wilder, Director
Department of Facilities Management

WMW:sw
‘ Enciosure

Copy to:
Ms. Witthans /

Ms. Schmieler
Ms. Turpin
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January 15, 1998

William H. Hussmann

Chairman

Montgomery County Planning Board
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Hussmann:

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) understands that the
Planning Board will be taking up the review of a proposed Site Plan for the Clarksburg Town

Center project at your January 22, 1998, meeting. We wish to offer a number of advisory
comments and recommendations on this Site Plan, which is directlv adiacent 10 the Master Plan
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Clarksburg Historic District.

The Clarksburg Town Center project has a long history and has been discussed
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~ Plan which addressed the Clarksburg Town Center development as one of the major components
in the plan. On March 22, 1995, the HPC reviewed a Project Plan application for the Clarksburg
Town Center and developed comments to transmit to the Planning Board. Most recently, on

. * www oy

December 1 I 1994, the HPC reviewed the current Site Plan appllcanon

It is very important that the final plan for the Clarksburg Town Center do
everything possible to respect and protect the character of the Clarksburg Historic District
- this has been a significant goal since the beginning of the Clarksburg Master Plan
process, At the time of the Project Plan review of the Clarksburg Town Center project, a
number of concerns relating to historic preservation and the Clarksburg Historic District were
identified. These are reflected in conditions that the Planning Board included in their approval of
the Project Plan:

. The right-of-way for Stringtown Road (as a four-lane arterial with a planted median strip)

will ha laratad Ainrteida af the Hietnrie Nictriet with a trancitinn tn the rantar lina nf tha
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existing roadway north of the crossing of Little Seneca Creek.

. Redgrave Place’s extension to the east will include a minimized right-of-way of 50 feet
with only two paved lanes and no on-street parking in the Historic District.
Historle Preservation Commlssion

8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910



If the nght-of-way is available, the developer of Clarksburg Town Center will construct
the extension of Redgrave Place in the Historic District. If and when the land is made
available, the developer will share direct moving expenses only for relocating an existing
historic house that is in the right-of-way. If the developer and property owner who is
dedicating the right-of-way agree, the developer will make available an identified outlot
to be merged with a portion of the adjacent parcel so as to create another lot.

Access easements to future public sewer will be provided for structures in the Historic
District. These easements may be located at the intersections of Stringtown Road and
Frederick Road, and Redgrave Place extended and Frederick Road.

The headstones from the Clark Family Cemetery, which are currently being stored at
Listle Bennett Park, will be incorporated into an interpretative exhibit that will be located
in a small park at a prominent location in the development.

Increase the setback of the proposed public street located next to the historic church to 30
feet and provide screening for the existing church cemetery. Do not have a tot lot next to
the church and maintain this area as open space to provide a link to the church property.
The size of lots and setbacks of the proposed development must match, approximately,
the development standards in the R-200 zone for building setbacks and width of lots
along the southeastern boundary of the site within the Historic District.

The Site Plan for the Clarksburg Town Center project addresses a number of the historic

preservation issues and concerns that were raised during the Project Plan, but a few still remain
unresolved. These are as follows:

the exact right-of-way design for Stringtown Road at Route 355,

the lighting of this intersection, '

the timing and implementation of the extension of Redgrave Place to the east of
Route 355,

the details of the design for the area commemorating the Clark Family Cemetery,
the number of lots adjacent to the historic district,

buffering of these adjacent lots.

These issues are still of major concern to the HPC and were discussed in detail during

their December 17th meeting. However, the Commission is hopeful that many of these concerns
can be resolved. Our advisory recommendation to the Planning Board is that certain
conditions be included in the Site Plan approval that will address the concerns noted above.
These conditions are as follows:

The right-of-way for Stringtown Road at Route 355, including anv public utility ¢aseme

adjacent to the right-of-way, should be no closer to the historic Day House than 20 feet
from the side wall of the building {excluding the porch.)



2. Lighting at all road intersections, and especially at Stringtown Road and Route 355,
~ should be designed to have a minimal impact on the Clarksburg Historic District. The
lighting - both fixtures and intensity - should be compatible with the historic and
~ residential character of the area.

3. Carry forward the Project Plan condition regarding the extension of Redgrave Place to the
east of Route 355 in the Historic District. The HPC hopes that negotiations will continue
between the developer of Clarksburg Town Center and Aric Rudden to resolve dedication
of the right-of-way for Redgrave Place extended. Any relocation of the historic house in
the right-of-way would need to come back to the HPC as a Historic Area Work Permit.
As stated in the Clarksburg Master Plan, the relocated historic house must stay in the
Clarksburg Historic District and must be oriented to Frederick Road as it is at present.

4. A design for an interpretative marker which includes two stones from the Clark Family
Cemetery headstones has been submitted. This design is acceptable as long as it offers
adequate protection of the headstones from weather deterioration and as long as the text
of the interpretative marker is reviewed and approved by the HPC prior to fabrication. It
would also be desirable for the marker 1o be located in a more central area and better
integrated into the public open space that is being provided.

5. The Project Plan condition regarding the lots adjacent to the Clarksburg Historic District
should be upheld. The means that one lot should be deleted from the single family home
area directly adjacent to the Clarksburg Historic District, so as to fulfill the Project Plan -
condition of approximating R-200 zone lot width standards (100’ wide at the building
facade line). The cuwrrent proposal shows six lots that are contiguous with the Historic
District and they range in width from 65’ to 120", with an average width of 83'. If this
was dropped to five lots contiguous with the Historic District, the lots would range in
width from 80' to 120' and have an average of width of 100".

6. The current Site Plan shows a 50' foot building restriction line along the rear yards of the
new single family lots adjacent to the Historic District. In addition, to this building
restriction line, adequate landscape buffering should be designed between the structures
in the Historic District and the new houses. The buffering should include preservation of
existing trees, as well as planting of additional mixed evergreen and deciduous new trees
along the rear of the new lots.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer these advisory recommendations. We look
forward to working with the Planning Board on the implementation of the Clarksburg Town

Center project, and on the preservation of the Clarksburg Historic District.

Sincerely,

Chair, HPC
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TO: Wynn Witthans, Development Review Division

VIA: Terry H. Brooks, Chief, Park Planning and Dc?’%‘ Division
FROM: Tanya Schmieler, Countywide Planning Division >

William E. Gries, Land Acquisition Officer 4125
U

SUBJECT: Clarksburg Town Center: Site Plan # 8-98011

The Clarksburg Town Center Site is located adjacent to the developed 13.7 acre Kings
Local Park Site and includes dedication of a greenway and a park/school site. Kings Park
currently includes two athletic fields, a pond, a small playground and two parking areas. Site

™e-_. L O ONT] mmrnmman -
Plan # 8-98011 proposes path connections to Kings Park and a natural surface path through the

greenway, as well as a proposal to add play equipment to the Park. These improvements as well
as the greenway plan, are agreeable to park staff with the recommendations included below.

Recommendations:

1. That all conditions approved by the Planning Board on September 28, 1995 pertaining to
the parkland in the Clarksburg Town Center Prelumnary Plan be adhered to, including
the following:

a. That requirements pertaining to all parkland dedication be adhered to, including
the dedication of the future school site to M-NCPPC which is to be held until such
time as funds are added to the County Capital Improvements Program for school
construction.

o

That the applicant will provide site grading, infield preparation and seeding of
~ replacement athletic ficlds on the approxnnately 8 acres of dedicated park/school
land at a time which insures that there will be no disruption in the continued use

of the existing athletic fields prior to completion of the replacement athletic fields.



That the specific future location of all proposed facilities on parkland ( playground and
pathways) be staked in the field and subject to the concurrence of park staff.

That the construction of the playground and pathways on parkland adhere to park
specifications and that engineering plans be submitted and approved by the Park Planning

and Development Division and a park construction permit be obtained prior to starting
any work.

That King’ s Pond not be utilized for stormwater management facilities, and that plans for
the sand filter adjacent to the greenway be submitted to PP&D engineering staff for
~ approval.



MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
FOREST CONSERVATION PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

TO: Wynn Witthans
Development Review Division

SUBJECT: Finai Forest Conservation Plan # 8-98001
Site Plan_Clarksburg Town Center, Phase la and 1b

NRI/¥SD # 4-94162

The subject Forest Conservation Plan has beén reviewed by the Environmental Planning
pivision to determine if it meets the requirements of Chapter 22A of the Montgomery County
Code (Forest Conservation Law). The following determination has been made:

X Adequate as submitted
Inadequate for evaluation. The following items must be submitted:
Forest Conservation Plan Drawing Forest Conservation worksheet
Approved NRI/FSD Map _____ Development Program
Justification for afforestation/reforestation method

Qualifications of Preparer(s) Long term protecticn methods
Other

RECOMMENDATIONS

Disapprove for reasons cited in comments below.
Revise according to the comments S?EClLLc’.u. belo
X Approve subject to the following conditions:
%X _ Reguired site inspections by M-NCPPC monitoring staff (as specified in "Trees
Technical Manual")}
Approval of the following items by M-NCPPC staff prior to DEP issuance of the
sediment and erosion control permit: :
Tree Protection Plan
% nfforestation/Reforestation Planting Plan (see Comments}
X  Submittal of financial security to M-NCPPC prior to clearing or grading.
Record plat to show appropriate notes and/or easements. Agreements nust be
approved by M-NCPPC staff prior to recording plats.
X_ Maintenance agreement to be reviewed and approved by M-NCPPC staff prior to
first inspection of planted areas.
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Other
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SIGNATURE: % DATE: _1/15/98

Environmental Planning Division
cc: Rob Cchen, MK Enterprises for the applicant FCPR r 1/18/97
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Peter L.M. Heydm\
9435, Gentle Circle

Development Review Division - /// Gaithersburg MD 20879 \
/ Phone (r) 301 963 2609
! - (0) 301 975 4500
! " E-mail Peterhey@bellatiantie.net
|
\ August 19, 1997

' \
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commis}iu

Department of Planning - Development Review Division
8787 Georgia Avenue -
Silver Spring Md 20907

Subject: Project: Clarksburg Town Center - Phase 1
MNCPPC #8-58001

I am the owner of Lot 16 of Brinkley’s Subdivision on Stringtown Road in Clarksburg. The
Composite Site Plan provided by Montgomery/Kontgias Enterprises, Inc. shows a realignment
and widening of Stringtown Road. At the northern end of my lot most of the required land is
taken from my land. I certainly object to the use of my land for a road that is being widened and
realigned for the benefit of the developers of the Clarksburg Town Center. The widened and
realigned road can easily be accommodated on the developers property, if the developer would
move his development some 250 feet to the northwest and would dedicate a wider strip of land
for the road. There is nothing in the lay of the land that would preclude this. Planning to use my
property is just a way to get additional land cheaply and I strongly object to that.

Please, inform me of the Planning Board hearing data and time. I wish to protest this plan n
person.

Thank you very much for keeping me informed.
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December 6, 1997

William H. Hussmann, Chairman

The Marvland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgiz Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Chairman Hussmann:

The following comments have been reviewed and endorsed by the Clarksburg Civic Association's
(CCA) Executive Commitiee. Three members of the Clarksburg Civic Association held 2 meeting
with Wynn Witthans to discuss these comments. The members are David Post, Richard Strombotne,
and Lynne Rosenbusch. The comments are for the Clarksburg Town Center Site Plan Review and
include statements of understanding, questions, and recommendations.

General Comments

1. The CCA understands that this phase of development represents 775 (60%) of the houses
planned for the Town Center with a density of approximately 6.5 dwelling units per acre.

2 It is the CCA's understanding that the minimum building setbacks have been reduced by more
than 50% from the Preliminary Plan as follows:
eliminary Plan  Site Plan
> From one family detached zoning - 100 50'
> From other residential zoning 30 15
4 From any street 30 - 10
3. The CCA understands that the number of private roads have been reduced to two. The
frontage roads are private roads to allow for assigned parking.
4. Please ensure that the plavgrounds and 1ot lots be handicap ac_cessible.
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The CCA understands that the existing house at the intersection of MD 355 and Main Street
is to be relocated into the Historic District,

The proposed alignment of Stringtown Road at MD 355 goes through an historic house.
How will this alignment be changed?

A future right-of-way (ROW) is proposed for access to the Rudden Property southwest of the
site. What is the intentior of this?

Parking for some of the townhouses (i.e., lots 19-25, Block G and14-18, 43-48, Block F)
appears inadequate or too far awav.

What is planned for "CW =1" (Parcel "D"} in the parking’island‘?

The trash cart enclosures are a wooden fence, which will

masonry fence uld hold up much longer.
The CCA recommends handicap curb cuts at each intersection. Only some are shown.

Will there be covenants regulating the tvpe and heights of fences allowed? A uniform fence
tvpe 1s more arractive than a hodge podge.

parking is located alon

homes for some re 51dcms and guests.

1]
E*

Landscape and Environmental Concerns

1.

!\)

LI

The CCA applauds the amount and large sizes of landscaping indicated and the developer's
willingness to invest so much in landscaping. The Townhouse Mews Garden is especially
attractive, however it does not provide barrier free access for the handicapped.

Are there details for the bioretention ponds, tree protection, and reforestation?
The existing tree on MD 355 at the intersection with Main Street needs to be saved and

should be protected from construction. No protection is indicated. It appears that a retaining
wall will be required to protect the critical root zone.
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‘The culvert design for the Little Seneca Creek tributary crossing is insensitive to the stream
valley buffer. A bridge would have less impact on the stream and allow wildlife and people to
pass under it.

There are a lot of 2:1 slopes at the stream crossing which again are difficult to maintain,

2:1 slopes at the sand filter (Block G) are difficult to maintain with mowers. The CCA
suggests that the 2:1 slopes be planted with a Jow maintenance grourdcover.

What kind of long-term maintenance is proposed for the sand filters? Who will be
responsible for this maintenance?

Some driveway slopes are very steep (up to 11%). A gentle (5% maximum} slope allows
people 10 open their car doors without it swinging back on their legs.

Some parking lot slopes are too steep for the same reason (Parcel "B", Block A and Parcel
"A", Block D).

The quantity of screening that is proposed for the pump station is adequate. The CCA
suggests changing the tvpe of trees from so many deciduous to more evergreen trees and
shrubs.

Many of the plants specified are not recommended for Northern Montgomery County for
various reasons:
. Deodar Cedar - not hardy to zone 6.

. Winterking Howthorn - has very sharp thorns. One is located dangerously close to the
hiker/biker trail near the pump station.
. Schwedleri Maple - leaf scorch due to high temperatures (not serious).

. Milkyway Kousa Dogwood Discula Anthracnose has appeared on the Chinensis
varieties. Suggest using another Kousa Dogwood.

. Gingko - Females have very messy and malodorous fruit, Spec1fy a male clone.

. Scarlet Oak - not as tolerant of adverse conditions as Northern Red Oak.

. Canadian Hemlock - Wooly Adelgid is a serious insect problem, which will kill the
tree.

. Austrian Pine - severe dieback due 1o Diplodia tip Blight, a disease.

. Azaleas are located in full sun. They prefer shade.

. Plant "PLO" is not in the plant list

3ofé6



CCa . ;o

——

Clarksburg Civic Association
P.0. Box 325
Clarksburg. Maryland 20871-0325

12.  Several of the plants spécified are a preferred source of food by our Iocal deer population and
will be eaten:

. Azaleas
. Yews
. Daylilies

13.  The guving detail shows three guy wires that lock like 2 potennal hazard 1o unwary
pedestrians, These should be flagged with 1* diameter PVC pipe or other highly visible
material.

14.  Tree wrap is no longer recommended for tree planting. Damaged bark can be hidden under
tree wrap.
There is an excessive amount o

- for unnecessary weeding.

—
n

Outdoor Lighting Review

% Currently, in Clarksburg the Milky Way is still visible in our night skv. The CCA would like
to preserve this night skv for all the citizens to enjoy. This can be accomplished and still allow
the Town Center to be adequately lit by lights pointing down rather than up. In addition, the
cost associated with lighting is primarily the labor cost to install and the cost of the electricity
1o run the lights. The electrical costs are minimized by using a highly efficient luminaire and
glare is reduced by proper shielding.

2. The site plan shows an acorn light fixture. The type of lamp is not specified. Due to
inadequate shielding this fixture produces much glare and can be a safety issue, especially to
our older citizens who are more sensitive to glare. This is not acceptable The CCA strongly
recommends that a full cutoff light needs to be specified.

The CCA strongly recommends lighting from luminaires that light only the ground uniformiy,
not the sky (full cutoff luminaire). The luminaire needs to be efficient to operate (measured
by lumens/watt). Low pressure sodium is the most efficient commonly available luminaire
that has the added feature of not losing efficiency over its lifetime. We realize that color
rendition is lost, but that is not critical for the Town Center. (High pressure sodium is also
acceptable.) The lighting needs to be of uniform density at the level of 1 footcandle or less.

!:JJ
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This tvpe of lighting, if properly installed, provides little glare and would be adequate for
purposes of the Town Center.

Multi-use Trail, Pedestrian. and Bicycle Issues

1.

19

[¥3)

The CCA appreciates the Clarksburg Greenway Trail which will connect Little Bennett Park
with the extended Magruder Trail. The Clarksburg Greenway Trail should be a popular trail
with a variety of users. Please consider increasing the widih of this trail from 8 feet 1o 10 feet
10 accommodate the users.

The Master Plan calls for a bikeway on Suingrown Road. None is indicated. The CCA
recommends paved shoulders as an alternative.

The Master Plan designates Main Street as a Class 3 bicycle facility. The design of Main
Street does not appear to accommodate this use in a safe manner. We understand that the 10
foot per lane width and parallel parking on Main Street are for traffic calming. People will
ride bicyvcles a safe distance to the left of any parked cars which will probably be up the
middle of the lane. This will surelv calm traffic also! Please consider other alternatives.

There needs to be bicvcle/pedestrian access to the new elementary school from all parts of the
Town Center. In addition, crosswalks and pedestrian signals need to be installed at ‘
intersections with the roads surrounding the Town Center and at major intersections within
the Town Center.

There peeds to be pedestrian/bicycle access to the future transit station.

Between MDD 355 and Bumnt Hill Road, Clarksburg Road is designated as a Class I Bikeway.
However, due to the number of planned intersections, this is not safe. Please consider
changing the designation to a Class I Bikeway. The current berm and trees need to be kept.

mAWAL AW KB e s

Sidewalks with right angle tums will cause grass wear. The CCA suggests providing radii or
angled intersections.

The path system around the Ponds in Parcel "B” looks good.

50f6
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10.  The natural trail in the greenway crosses some low areas where footbridges may be necessary.

Sincerely \ours

L b
'%hn Fauerbyj{ /

Vice President .
Clarksburg Civic Association

cC:
Nancy Dacek, County Council
Steven Klebanoff, Managing General Partmer
Lyn Coleman, Community Planning
Wynn Witthans, Development Review
Sarah Navid, Traffic Review and Planning -
Jim Sebastian, Planning Board
Gail Tait-Nouri, Senior Planning Specialist
Steve Howije. President. Clarksburg Civic Association
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William H. Hussmann, Chairman :

The Maryviand-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Loty
The Montgomery County Planning Department

8787 Gecorgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

ane!ormen Pevnew Divuslon

Chairman Hussmann:

The Clarksburg Civic Association (CCA) commends the effort of the Montgomery County
Planning Department in preparing the staff draft of the Master Plan of Countywide Trails and
Bikeways, August 1997. We recognize this as a comprehensive countyv wide plan of trails and
bikeways for Montgomery County.

The CCA is especially pleased with the planning of the hard surfaced extension of the Magruder
Trail from Damascus through Clarksburg's Ovid Hazen Wells Park and on to Black Hill Regional
Park. We are pleased with the planning of the hard surface Clarksburg Greenway recreational

trail from the extended Magruder Trail through Clarksburg's Town Center to Little Bennett
Regional Park. We are happy to see the planning of the Ridge Road trail connecting the
Clarksburg area with Germantown. The CCA would like to see these trails implemented since
they will help satisfy the recreational needs of northern Montgomery County by linking the
growing communities with the regional parks of the area. The trails will provide a safe corridor for
children and adults to bicycie or hike from their homes to their parks. We believe the entire
.county will benefit by these 1rails and will enjoy using them.

The CCA also hopes that [-270/MD 355 Bikeway Cornidor will be refined, designed, and
implemented. This will greatlv improve the safetv of bicycle commuters from Clarksburg reaching
their work in Germantown, Gaithersburg, and Rockville. It will also enhance future opportunities
of bm\c[e commuters who live to the south and will someday work in Cl:_i__rksbl_lro We believe the
1-270:MD 333 Bikew: av Corridor will also be used by the recreational bicvelist to reach the
recreational trails that will someday exist in the northern part of Montgomery County. Lastly, this
commidor is important in providing multimodal transportation in the regional context between
Montgomery and Fredenck counties. As vou know, hrr\ cles can nh\ an |mnnn'-mf role in helm -_g

=l IR LU e wiad

to reduce traffic congestion if safe and well designed b!C\ cle famlm\,s afe in place
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The CCA also encourages the addition of a Bikeway Corridor from Lavtonsville, through
Damascus, and on to Clarksburg. The northeastern area of the county is growing and the current
and future citizens of this area should have similar access by bicvcle from their homes to their
employment locations as do other areas of the county.

The CCA encourages both the recreational trails and the bikeway corridors be designed and
implemented as soon as possible (in the next few years). They will be easier to put in place prior”
to the build out of Clarksburg. They will attract both businesses and home owners to this area.
They will also showcase Montgomery County's commitment to the recreational and transportation
needs of its citizens. The trail system will also attract tourists from throughout the region,
including Northern Virginia, and bring their dollars to the local businesses of Montgomery C ounty,
The CCA encourages the development of the trails and bikeways throughout Montgomery County
as shown in the Master Plan.

Sincerely yvours,

” John Fauerby
Vice President
Clarksburg Civic Association

cc:
Douglas Duncan, Montgomery County Executive
Isiah Leggett, President, Montgomery County Council
Graham Norton. Head of Department of Public Works and Transportation
Lvn Coleman, Community Planner
Jim Sebastian, Planning Board
Wynn Witthans, Development Review
Gail Tait-Nouri, Senior Planning Specialist
Sarah Navid. Traffic Review and Planning
Steve Howie, President, Clarksburg Civic Association



by (e fee-ors

"ﬁjdﬁﬂng. B/
26517 Aiken Drive

Clarksburg, MD 20871
23 December 1997

William H. Hussmann, Chairman

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission’
The Montgomery County Planning Department

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Chairman Hussmann:

This letter addresses the safety of the three classes of bicycle facilities and addresses these safety
issues in terms of the Clarksburg, Maryland, Master Plan. This letter does not propose discarding
master planned bicycle facilities, but proposes changing the classification of master planned bicycle
facilities prior to construction if there is a safety hazard.

The following are the three generally accepted classifications of bicycle facilities:

1. The Class 1 Bike Path or Bike Trail is a hard surfaced path physically separate from any
road. :

2. The Class II Bike Lane is a portion of the roadway which has been striped separate from
the travel lane. The Bike Lane is usually a paved shoulder.

3. The Class Il Bike Route is a roadway lane designed for shared use by motorized vehicles
and bicycles. '

When planning for Class I, Class II, or Class III bicycle facilities, there are several criteria which
should be weighed. Some of the criteria are safety, type of use, vehicle density (vehicles per day),
road width, and speed limits. An emphasis should be given to safety. This letter only addresses
the safety issue.

The Class I Bike Path is used for recreational and transportation uses by all groups of people
including children and adults from novice riders through experienced riders. This facility is
generally a hard surfaced path separate from any road. Bike Paths are typically designated as
multi-use trail which means that it should accommodate hikers and runners, skaters and bladers, as
well as, bicyclists. The minimum width is 10 feet (AASHTO standards - Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities), but 14 feet is better in order to accommodate all the user types.
The Maryland DOT SHA Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning/Design Guidelines specifies that there
should be a smooth and clear two foot zone on each side of the Bike Path. This can be used as a
Tecovery zone or a place to rest or make repairs so as not to hinder traffic on the path. The Bike
Path is bidirectional.



The Class I Bike Path is a safe facility prowded there are minimal intersections with roads and
driveways. The problem with Bike Paths crossing roadways is that these crossings are not at the
usual intersection sites. When a Bike Path is parallel with a road when both cross another road,
the Bike Path is offset from the adjacent road typically by 6 to 10 feet. When a car is making a
tumn, the driver is looking in the roadway for other vehicles, not at the Bike Path crossing.. The

bicvclist must look at everv intersection not onlu for vehicles to the rieht and left. but for possibl
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turning vehicles from the adjacent roadway which is a considerable distance away. In addition,
many existing Bike Paths do not have a smooth transition to the intersecting roadway surface.
Where this is the case, the bicyclist must also give attention to the bump which takes attention

awav from lookine for ather vehiclas (Nata that alana tha Bil-a Dath narallal Atk AT 100 5
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Qlney, this bump is not at right angles with the direction of travel.) The resuit of all this is a higher
chance of motorized vehicle/bicycle crashes at intersections and driveways. Two mtersectlons per
mile or less is tolerable, while more than two becomes intolerable.

A secondary problem with those Bike Paths that are separated from a parallel roadway by a few
feet is glass debris. Bike Paths become targets for the breaking of glass bottles. The bicyclist has
few options for avoiding the broken glass and may decline to use the Bike Path if this is a frequent
problem.

Good uses for a Class I Bike Path are for Rail-to-Trail conversions, trails in park or rural settings,
and trails along major highways and transit ways where there are few at grade intersections.

A Class II Bike Lane is a smooth surface attached to a roadway, but separated with a painted
stripe. Typically, this is a paved shoulder or a recovery zone. The minimum width of a Bike Lane
is 4 feet, but wider is better. This width should not include the gutter pan. The width should
depend on traffic density and the speed limit. The Federal Highway Administration gives charts
specifying the minimum lane widths given this criteria. The Bike Lane is unidirectional. Since the
Bike Lanes are unidirectional, bicyclists can generally travel faster than on Bike Paths. Bike lanes
are typically used for transportation uses, but can accommodate recreational users. The wider bike
lanes may safely accommodate all types of bicycle users, while the narrower lanes may only
accommodate the more experienced bicyclists.

Bike Lanes are a safe bicycle facility. The stripe serves as a separation guide between the
motorized traffic and the bicycle traffic. The drivers of the motorized vehicles have good visibility
of the bicycles and the cyclists can easily see the motorized traffic. Where a bicycle facility has a
higher frequency of intersections with other roadways or driveways, the Bike Lane is safer than
Bike Paths since they cross at the normal intersection site and there is no transition from the Bike -
Lane surface to the intersecting roadway surface as is found with some Bike Path facilities. A
right-turn lane should transition across the Bike Lane and travel right of the Bike Lane.
Appropriate striping and signage is needed to direct vehicles before the intersection. Reference the
AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bike Facilities, Right-tumn lanes should be shared by all

right turning vehicles. Bike Lanes do have a problem where ¢ on-road parking is permitted.

Bike Lanes have the additional advantage that if there is debris on the lane, such as broken glass,
the bicyclist may avoid the glass by carefully maneuverine into the adiacent travel lane, Rike
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Lanes are also more likely to havc snow removal during the winter than are Bike Paths.



The Class III Bike Route is generally a designation of a safe and desirable bike route to a specific
destination or through a specific area. A Bike Route on a lightly traveled roadway is safe for all
users, while a Bike Route on a heavily traveled roadway, a narrow roadway lane, or a roadway
with a higher speed limit is usable by only the more experienced bicyclists.

A bicycle facility may consist of different classes. For instance, a rail-to-trails alignment may be
interrupted by a residential area or a town center. A Bike Path would be desirable along the
rail-to-trail alignment, then become a Bike Route on the lightly travelled street through the
residential neighborhood or as a Bike Lane through a town center.

A master plan may specify a Bike Path along an existing roadway. This may be inappropriate due
to frequent intersections, environmental concerns, or the phasing of development. In these cases,
there should be enough flexibility to replace the master planned-Bike Path with a Bike Lane.

\nc ne master nlans 4 ave avaliahie ¢n aria fAr nroperiv e nnet AaMMrAnriata
Existi st 1 did not h ilahl 't Ly v ch tha nf
g L Wl pIGLY Wi u\.n. HGvv GYALIGUiv viitwilad 1Vi PIVipvLLY uuuualus, I..I.I.\.- alJplUlJ‘l lailw l.yll\; vl

bicycle facility. Errors of judgement in the master plan should be remedied prior to construction.
An inappropriate Bike Path will not be used and would be a waste of money.
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Clarksburg Road, Piedmont Road, and Stringtown Road, and the Clarksburg Greenway, and:
specifies a Class [0 Bike Route along Main Street. This Master Plan was developed prior to
bicycle facility safety guidelines existing and does not provide the reason why one class of bicycle
facility was chosen over another.

The Class I Bike Paths along Clarksburg Road, Piedmont Road, and Stringtown Road do not meet
the safety test. Each of these roads will have numerous intersections into and out of the
Clarksburg Town Center. These intersections pose a safety hazard as noted above. Instead, the
community will be better served with Class II Bike Lanes along each of these roads. Note that
todav, prior to the build out of Clarksburg, bicyclists frequently travel along each of these roads.

The Clarksburg Greenway is designed to be a hard surfaced Class I Bike Path. It will start at the
extension of the Magruder Trail and go north through the Clarksburg Town Center into Little
Bennett Regional Park. This is an appropriately planned Bike Path and will receive lots of use,
when built (provided the Magruder Trail is fully built). There will be few intersections, even
through the Clarksburg Town Center. Where there are intersections, they will need to be carefully
designed and implemented. :

The Class I Bike Route on Main Street will provide a route for bicyclists into the Town Center
from both the east and the west. Main Street will connect MD 355 with Piedmont Road through
the Town Center. Main Street is being designed as a paved 36 foot wide street (except the
relatively shott one way portion and the culvert crossing of Little Seneca stream). The current
thought is to have 10 foot travel lanes and 8 foot parking lanes. Since inadequate off street

parking is being designed in the Clarksburg Town Center, the on street parking will be used. Itis
questionable if this Bike Route is a safe design. Since the parallel on street parking will be used for

the parking of cars, it cannot be used as a bicycle lane. The Montgomery Bicycle Action Group
(MBAG) has proposed striping a 6 foot parking lane, a 3 foot bicycle lane, leaving a 9 foot travel



lane. This would help guide both bicycles and cars and show separation. However, the bicyclists
will need to be aware of opening car doors. This is definitely a design compromise.

The Master Plan of Countywide Trails and Bikeways needs to have an appendix which specifies
design and planning criteria for bicycle facilities. Pleasc update this plan as soon as possible to
include this information. The Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway
Administration, has published a Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning/Design Guidelines for Maryland'
Transportation Projects which should be considered.

We hope that will consider these guidelines in the Clarksburg Town Center, Germantown Town
Center and other master plans and design reviews.

Montgomery Bicycle Action Group
John Fauerby

Lynne Rosenbusch

David Beming

David Carrier

Paul Daisey

Alan Migdall

Jay Miller

cc:
Douglas Duncan, Montgomery County Executive
Isiah Legget, President, Montgomery County Council
Graham Norton, Director, Department of Public Works and Transportation
John Clark, Director, Office of Project Development
Lyn Coleman, Community Based Planner
Sarah Navid, Traffic Review and Planning
Wynn Witthans, Development Review



